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MEMORANDUM; 

" THE grand queftion to be tried is— — 

** Whether a system filled with obligation and rr- 
^^ fponfibilit J i of MEN to women, and of women 
** to MEN, even \xnto death itfelf, and thisefla- 
** blifhed by infinite wisdom, is not better 
•* calculated to prevent the ruin of the female fexj 
^^ with all its horrid conlequenQes, both to the 
<< public and individuals, than a system of hu^ 
•* man contrivance^ where neither obligation nor 
** refponjibility are to be found,, either of men to 
** WOMEN, or of women to MEN, in inftances of 
'^ the moft important concern to both, but more 
** efpecjally to the weaker fex ?**^ 

See Vol. i. Pref. xxiii* xxiv. 
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97. n. 1. 3. fir alterationi read altercations* 
267. 1. 7. n. fir be rtad he. 
»:)o« L S2. n* /fr Cramner read Cranmer. 



THELYPH. 



THELYPHTHORA^ 



CHAP- VL 
Of p I V o R c p*, . 

C^TILL on this fubjea:, as on all the 
l|]j reft, we muft keep the \idij fcripturet ^ 
alone in our view ; as the will of Gonr; 
touching this, and all things elfe, is only 
to be known from the revelation which 
He hath been pleafed to make of it in 

His WORD. 

The firft marriage we read of, was be- 
tween our firft parents Adam and £*y^, and* 
on that occafion, we find the will of the' 
MOST High, with refpe<ft to the indijfolu"' 
bility of the marriage, declared by the 
mouth of Adam J Gen. ii. 23, 24.— T'ii/V 
is nonv bone of my bones ^ and fejh of my ^ 
fefh; Jhe Jhall be called Wqman, becaufe^ 
jhe was taken out of Maij. J^hrrfbre {ofi^ 
f(3r this caufe) Jhall a man leave his fathtt^ 
and mother^ and Jhall CLEAvr utrttttfis 
• Vol. II. B wijef 



^ife^ and they Jfoall be one flejh. T&efe 
are not to be looked upon merely as the 
words oi Adam, birt of Him that made 
them male and femaky declared by Adam. 
Sec Matt. xix. 4, 5; where Chris-t 
quotes this primary law of marriage, and 
abfolute prohibition of divorce^ thus — 
Have ye not red, that he which made them 
at the beginning made them male and female y 
and /aid. For this caufe pall a man lea'uefa^ 
ther and mother ^ and cleave unto his wife^ 
and they twain Jhall be one fiejh. Comp, 
I Cor. vi. 15, 16. The conclulion which 
Christ draws from this fnftitution is as 
follows — Wherefore they are no more twain^ 
but one fejh : what therefore God hath 
joined together^ let not man put afunder. By 
this it appears, that when once a man and 
woman have become one flejloy they, by 
this aSty though two diftind: and inde- 

Eendent perfons before, are fo indiflblu- 
ly $ney in confideration of the divine law^ 
that neither the parties themfelves,. nor 
any other perfon, or power upon earth,. 
can put them afunder. It is not by the 
Qrdinance of man that they are joined to- 
gether, but by the ordinance of God; 
fiierefore our Saviour faith. What God- 
hath joined together (by pronouncing them 
one flejl^f) let not man put afunder.— rBut 
was this rule to be undcrftood in io abfo- 
lute a fenfe as to admit of no relaxation or 
exception whatfoever ?— No : Wc read of 



ofie^ whieh was allowed to be a diflblution 
of the marriage-bond, and that was— the 
woman's uniting herfelfto another man than 
her hujband; this is the true fcfiptufal 
idea of >]^fi adultery. The moment this 
happened, the hufband was totally releafed 
from all * obligation to hef, or unioti with 
her ; and, as appears alfo from the mind 
of God, afterwards declared in the far- 
ther promulgation, arid more explicit re- 
velation of His law> might not only put 

her 

♦ Dr. Ayliffe^ z% cited in Burn's Ecclef. Law^ Tit* 
Marriage^ fays — that " a divorce a vinculo matri'-'\ 
'* monii cannot be for adultery ^ for that the o£Fence is 
•* after a juft and lawful marriage;" and cites 
I. Inft. 88. 

This was the doftrine of Father Soto at the couH'^ 
cil of Trent, adopted by that Synod, and decreed^ 
with an anathema, againft all who fhould fay that thi 
church had erred in fo determining. 

This doiStrine of the '* contraft not being diflblvcd 
** by the adultery of the wife, fo as that the hufband 
*' might marry again," was vehemently oppofed by 
the Lutherans, who did maintain, that ^^ adultery 
** was a caufe of divorce a vinculo matrimonii.** 
However, this kingdom has adopted the doSlrine of 
the papijls — wherefore the Eccleftafiical Courts can go 
no farther than a divorce a men/a et toro, in cafes of 
adultery ; nor can the injured hufband get rid of the 
adulterefsj fo as to marry again, without a fpecial jf^ 
of Parliament, which now takes place of the Pope^% 
difpenfation for thatpurpofe ; — a modeof remedy this, 
inftituted of man, not of Gon — profitable to thofe 
who are to receive thfeir kts'^expenjivt to thofe 
who are to pay them ;— fo expenfive, as to be totally 
out of the reach of the generality,, who are, by 
thefe means, deprived of that relief wlii^ thev are 

B 2 ig/* 
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ber atxrayy but, if he chofc to bring her 
to a public trial, have ber^ and the man 
who defiled her, put to deatb. This, as 
appears from the whole tenor of the law as 

delivered 

ifj9 fa^o entitled to by nature^ reafon^ and feripture* 
•—Compare Matt. v. 31? 32. with Jer. iii. 8. and con- 
fider well tn2 — to cut offi and rtVoAt/i/r— to pt toofe^ 
Qt Keleafi. 

Thefe words are of much ftronget import tluin 
ApiniyLi — to fend away,, or difmifs from cohabitation^-^ 
which .we are to underftand to be the meaning of St. 
BohI^ I Cor. vii. i\.yv¥etiKA(jLnd^nvAi — andver.i2» 
fti A^iilof avlttf ; this certainly anfwers to the idea of 
zdifinijion from cohabitation^ or a divorce a itunfa & %or9 
r-but iVina '^'O—libellum excidii, or bill of cuiting 
aff\ muft be meant of the bond itfelf^ and fo is it al- 
ways to be underftood in the Hebrew fcripture. This 
was in the hufband's own power, without the interfe- 
rence of any, unlefsof the witnejfes before whom perhaps 
it might be figned, though certainly lawful in God's 
fight) in no cafe, where the marriage itfelf had been 
juft and lawful — Tctpsit]®" Ao>» 'jo^vesA^, as the infalU* 
We interpreter of the divine law fpeaks. Matt. v. 
32. — except for the caufe of fornication : — there the idea 
©f divorce is exprefled by i^jrohvtih^Oi i¥ ATroAv^n 
jir yvvAiKA avt2, &c. Now AToXva fignifies to 
ioofe--fet loofe — or releafe as from a bond, and fo to 
divorce a wife by loofmg the bond of marriage^ which^ 
that it might be done on account of fornication before, 
«r adultery afterwards, is furely as clear as the fun \ 
ibr faying that a thing may not be done, except foi; 
im reafon only^ is faying that for that reafcu it may be 
jone^ or language muft lofe its meaning. T^ fs^ 
then at "Tnut were hard put to it to make a decfee 
lipon the fubjed, for they had the fcripture, the opi- 
moos of^ St. Ambrofcy many of the Greek fathers, and 
Ae <pra^ce of the eajlern church, againil theqi; fo 
Xiirj tpUttti the hah-^VLO^ by condemnij^g tl>oJg& w:W 
^y to^t / V.9?^^f^y ^^y ^^ diffohiei by adultefy^ an4 
-•■'*'" ** another 
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dcliTcred by God to Af^x, and by him de*: 
livcred and explained to the people, wa^ 
the only legal caufe of dhorce^ where th^ 
marriage was at firft juft and lawfuL Thi^ 

certainly 

** another contrafted" — which Ambrtfe^ &c. main- 
tained ; — but, by condemning thofe who (ay ** the 
** church may err in teaching otherwife." The trutb 
t)f the matter was, that by declaring adultery to be no 
caufe of divorce a vinculo matrimonii^ th?y referve| 
the lucrative btifinefs of dtfpenfation in the hands of 
the Pope 'y who, arrogating to himfelf a power qi 
trampling on all the laws of heaven and eartfe^ 
readily enough granted divorces^ wiA ^ witbttm 
caufe, to fiich as were able to pay for them, eitjtier 
in money, or by adding to the pov^rer, wealthy i»4^ 
territory of the chtirch. 

In 1548 the Marquis of Ncrihampfton wi6 dii- 
vorced from his wife, whom he convi6led of aduU 
teryy but the divorce being only a menfti ^ tcr^^ 
the queftion was, whether he could marry another 
wife ? And in the beginning of king EdwstrdV reigw 
a commiflion was granted to Cmnmer^ Ar'chhijhop of 
Canterbury^ the Bi&aps of Z)«r£ai», Rochefier^ to Df% 
Ridley^ and fix more, to examine and try the queftion j 
hut before it could be determined, the Marquis mar- 
ried foleiiwily Elizabeth^ daughter to ^ooke Lor4 
Cobham'i for this he ,was put to anfwer before th^ 
council : fie there faid, ** he thought, th»t, by tl|i^ 
** word of God, he was diiiharged of his tie ^o hi^ 
^ former wife ; that the making marriages indifibhi- 
** bk^ was but a part of 'the popifh law, by wHicJ> 
** it was reckoned a facr^ment ; and yet t'he Popes^ 
** knowing that the world would Jjot eafily come 
*^ under fuch a yoke, had, l>y ^c help of tl^ Conoid 
^ nijls^ invented fuch diftijaiaiopss, :Chat it \yas na 
1"^ Mineafy thing to make a marriage >void among 
>^iti^^n : th^t ithe condition of this church was ^ery 
f^.%^X^ ^fiW9^^4HlterieSj the ^ocent rouft tiij^tr 
*' liyc with th^ guilfy^ or be expofed to .t^m.ptaiipns 

B ^ " t<» 
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certainly was, as well where the woman's 
ad of incontinency was committed before 
marriage, and found out afterwards, as 
where it was committed afterwards. 

The word xopvsix, which the EvangCr 
lift makes ufe of Matt. v. 32. and not 
lioix^ix, which more particularly apfwers to 
thjB Hebrew ^KJ — adultery y has occafioned 
fome to think, that it relates to an aft done 
by the wonaan before marriage, but found 
out afterwards^ for which he might put 
her away y and not only that, but might have 
htrjhned to deatby if he chofe to make her 
z public example^ as appears Deut. xxii. 21. 
However this fuppofition may be true, yet 
it cannot be the whole truths for the word 

** to the like fins, if a reparation only was allowed, 
'* but the bond of the marriage continued undif- 
«« folvcd/' 

However, as things had proceeded fo far before 
the diligatesy it was ordered that he and his ntw wife 
fhould be fartedy till the matter (hould be determined. 
In concluuon, the whole queftibn was divided into 
eighi fueriesy which were put to fome learned men 
(who, doies not appear) ; who returned their anfwer 
in fupport of the Jltcond tnarriage, — In fine, the whole 
was determined in favour of the Marquis^ zni he 
allowed to cohabit with his fecond wife. — See this 
whole matter in Burnetts Htfi. Ref. fecond part. p. 56, 
57, 58. and Cell, to Part 2. B. i. N<> 20. 

Btenuty Art. Ch. of Eng. p. 289, 3d edit, ob- 
ferves, that — '^ the notion of a feparation for aiul^ 
*^ teryj and yet the bond of marriage continuing, 
'^ was never known till the Canonifis brought it in ; 
*^ but the indiflblublenefs of the marri^e, even for 
<^ etduherjy was never fettled in any counci) till Aat 
«« of rrent:\ 
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muft equally relate to , an ad done after 
marriage or ejppufak, z^ appears from JO" 
feph's intention with regard to his efpoufid 
wife Mary^. — He being a juji and' holv 
man, and therefore, not willing to marry \ 
a woman whom he thought to be an adul-- 
terefsj, yet unwilling to expofe her to pub- 
lic fliame, or to make her a public example^ 
was minded to put her. away privily. Matt. 
i. 19. I tal^e . TTopvf /fit, which we render 
fornication^ to be like the word ^a6^p<r/^— 
uncleannefsy 2l general term .inclufive of 
all illicit commerce between the fexesy of 
which adultery is a fpecies ; therefore ufed 
by our Lord to include every fpecies of 
criminality in the wife, which is men- 
tioned in the Old Teftament : as— Firft-^ 
her having had commerce with another 
man before any betrothment, .eipouials, 
or marriage with her prefent huflband. See 
Deut. xxii. 13 — 21. Secondly — after be- 
ing betrothed^ ver. 23, 24. Thirdly — after 
piarriage, ver. 22. Ho^vf/a has evidently this 

* Under the law of Mofes^ a virgin betrothed wijs 
reckoned the wife of him to whom (he was efpoufed^ 
and was to h^ Jionedto death if ihe wilftiHy lay with 
another man. Deut. xxii. 23, 24. 

t The text fays-r-TP'r w irvvih^eiv ecvlnf — before they 
came together Jhe was fgund with childy &c. :^vyiK^%i¥ 
is — to have matrimonial eommerce — congredi— ^coiri^ 
which confummates marriage, and makes the parties 
pneflejh. Matt. i. 18. i Cor. vii. 5. See Parkh. Gr. 
Ik Eifig. Lex, and Leigh's Crit. Sacr. fub. voc. 

^ ^ fenfe, 
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fcnfe, 1 Cor. v. i. Aj Christ moft pro- 
bably fpake in Hebrew y it is to be lup- 
pofcd, by the Evangeltffs delivering to us 
the word iropvBioL, that Christ expreifed 
•Himfclf by the word n3T, which figiiifids 
'V>hQredom in general. 

When we fpeak of divorce^ we muft 
always pre-fuppofe a lawful marriage, I 
mean £uch a one as is lawful according to 
the law of God. Thofe which were for- 
bidden of God in thofe pofitive laws, 
Dfeut. vii, 3. with refpedb to connections 
with the heathen J as well as thofe which 
we find prohibited Lev. xviii. by reafon 
of confanguinity and oj^ity, were not only 
n)otdable^ but void * in themfelves, after 
they were forbidden by thofe pofitive laws. 

* The laws againft marriages with henthen women, 
muft not bd underftood to affeft the validity of mar- 
riages, with fuch as were profelytcd to the worfliip of 
the true God, from the worfliip of idols. Such wo- 
men, teing out of the mifchief which thofe laws were 
cnadcd to provide againft — thit of corrupting and 
turning their huft)ands from God to idols (fee Deut. 
vii. 4.; — were certainly out of the intention of it, and 
were indeed as much members of the church of God, 
as the Jewijh women themfelves were. Such were 
Rahah — Ruth^ and others mentioned in fcripture as 
married to men in the holy line. See Pf. :^lv. 10, II. 
Of this ni|mber we muft alfo reckon Solomon's wjfe 
Naamah^ the Ammonitefsy (the mother of Rehoboam) 
whom Solomon married a year before hp came to the 
throne of Jfraely when his heart was filled with zeal 
for God's law — the negleft of which, in his more 
advanced years, plunged him into gVofs idolatry. Sec 
I Kings xi. i, 2, 3. 

But 
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But acbongft allthoici laws, there is not 
the leafl: traqe of ^tbidding .mafriagc, or 
enjoining diwrie,: on account of anyj^r^- 
V^g-tf^.^/^^^^ whatfocrer on the man's fiii^ 
Wherefore all. our divorces on that account^ 
which we derive from human . mveitxtbll 
and chuEchrpo'wery aire .without (iolx^S' aiJ* 
lliority,/ merefore linlawiui in His^fight^ 
as putting c^under thofe. who ought not XA 
i)e feparated. Had the la^v' of God for-i^ 
bidden a man to have more than one ^mf^^ 
a tinie, all but the j&^ tmift have been^i^ 
Qiwuyy and that by the.fehtence of the-ma* 
giftrate, for the fame reafon that the yenx^f 
in Ezras time> were commanded tojj^tf 
away the tdolatroui women whom they had 
married; becaufe it would have been con- 
trary to God's ipofitiiv'e Jaw* to hav5e 
kept them — ^fee before woL ,i. p* 13d. » So^ 
yohn. the Baptiji. told 4Hi?inw/, who had nxar- 
ried his brother HhUip's ^vaft-^^^ It is ntit 
^* lawful for tifee.taiawe her.'' Matt, xiv. 4« 
f %f/v xvTViv — to retain her. He was doub|>- 
lefs bound to pat Jber a^ay^ finoe' Ood 
hirofelf had, as it wtre, forAidden theiakns 
(X-ev, xviii* 16 •) even fuppofing the bro^> 
ther had been dead ; for he had a daugh^' 
terby Herodias living, named Salome^ wW 

* The l^w^agaifift miscarrying vtith Hiotbim^. 
tlioMgh ppfitiy«lyeria£led, i)eut« yiir 3. Tetfubfifted. 
before, as' may appeafir from what Taooij s j6»j ^iotr 
Geft..x3tKiv. c^. to SbichmtxA Hamor'X>nt\i6 fijb-; 
]%^.9i J^imtb. , J : : '. - 

' r would 

• - ' \- 
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would have been heirefs to Philips Numb. 
xxvii. 7, 8. Sec JofepbuSf Ant. Lib. 
jcviii. 6, 4. Doddridge, voL i. 166. «^/^ a. 
But as Philip was then living, Herod 
alfo finned againft the Jeventb command- 
ment, in taking her at firft ; and therefore 
it was unlawful for bim to have her at 
all. So in the cafe of Abimelecb who had 
takien Sarai the wife of Abram, he is com- 
manded to put her away, and refiore her to 
her bujbandy on pain of death. Gen. xx. 
7. In all cafes where the taking was for- 
hidden,. as well in heathen and idolatrous, 
jis.in incejiuous connections, the retain^ 
ing feems to be unlawful, as a conftant 
repetition, and continuation of the for-^ 
bidden adt : but where the taking is no 
where forbidden, there is no allowed caufe 
of divorccy or putting away, except for the 
caufe of fornication, or the woman's having 
fufFered herfelf to be dejUed by another 
man, either before or after their coming 
togiethcr. 

If we take the words of the primary 
inftitution merely by themfclves, and judge 
of them by their found (as the Papijls 
do-^Hoc efi corpus meum — in fupport of the 
ridiculous lye of tranfubftantiation) they 
may 'be faid to intimate that a man (hall 
have but one wife, not only at once, but, 
as fome have contended, as long as he 
lives; and thus^^^^^Z marriages are forr 
bidden : but if we confider them jis ex- . 
5 plained 
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plained by God himfelf in the fubfequent 
parts of the fcripture, they appear to meaii 
that a man Ihall cleave to any and every 
woman that he marries, and not put her 
away except for fornication. I conclude 
this to be the import of the law, becaufe; 
if it was meant to forbid polygamy ^ and tb 
enjoin the divorce of zfecond woman taken^ 
living a frfi^ we fhoiild fomewhere have 
met with an explicit determination of the 
matter ; but fuch a thing, or even an hint 
or trace of it, is not to be found. So far 
from it, God, in that declarative law, 
Deut. xxi. 15. abfolutely ratifies xhtfecond 
marriage as much as xh^frjiy not only by 
declaring the ijffue of the ^ct?W equally in- 
heritable, but even to take place of the 
other as to the right of tYitfrft-bom, if 
born frji. This could not be, if taking 
ihtfecohd was a forbidden a<ft; inch fecond 
taking, being prohibited, would have been 
null and void, as in other inftanccs, and 
the man would have been commanded to 
have put away xhtfecond wife and her chil- 
dren, as was done in the cafe of other for- 
bidden contracts. See Ezra^ x. 3. The 
diredt contrary appears, for on the footing 
of that law, the man could no more divorce 
thtfecond th2in he could the firil j God calls 
them both D*tt^3 — which word, though, 
when it ftands by itfelf, it denotes the^^- 
malejex in general, like the French Femmesf 

yet 
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yet in the connedion it ftands here^ like the 
word Femmes alio, denotes women in a mar^ 
riage relation^ or wives as we tranflate it, 
God likewife determines the iffue of both 
to be equally legitimate^ by making theo^ 
equally inheritable. This* law was fubfe* 
gucnt to the Adamic law, could not ^pn^ 
Ua^d^£t It, therefore mud be looked upon 
OS entirely coalbnant with its whole in* 
tention p iox Gop cannot contradid: him- 
ielf; That God made general laws fub- 
jeii to certain exceptions, on particular 
occaiionis, and for particular purpofes, is 
y.ery plain ; we have an inflance of this, 
I>eut. XXV. ^. where 2^ brother wz.% to mar* 
ly his brother s widow , though againft the 
general law f Lev. xviii. i6 ; but this parti- 
cular cafe was excepted out of that general 
Ja^j for a particular purpofe, which appear? 
mthe law itfelf (fee before vol. i. p. 261,) 
but where this was not the cafe, there thp 
general law \yas to be obferved. The per- 
fmGions of divorce which refpedted the 
bcikl'maidsp Exod. xxi. 11. the captive^ 
women, Deut. xxi. 14. feem alfo except 
^ipns to the general hw 5 but thefe are 
things peculiar to the Jews at that time, 
and cannot concern us. Therefore, as we 
live under the general law againft divorce, 
delivered Gen. ii. 24.. which equally binds 
* all mankind, it is moft afluredly as unlaw- 
ful to abandon one wife ^^' another, except 
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^ for thi caufe (^ for mention. 'All irmtcts d 
human invention^ fad ^s much under the 
intefdiiSt of God's law- i?^?w, as in the 
days of Christ's difpute with the Pha^ 
rifees ; wherefort a divorce^ which de- ^ 
clai-es the nullity of 2^ polygamous mdriiage^ 
is not only without all foundation frdtQ 
God's word, but is an arraignment of the 
wifdom and holinefs of God, as well in 
permitting, as in ratifying, bleffing, and 
owning fuch contradts to be valid in all 
refpe45s. That He did all this is manifeft^ 
as hath at large been proved^ nor is iher^ 
a fingle inftance to the contrary through- 
out the whole bihle. 

This matter is not a mere fpeculativc 
point, but of the moft important concern; 
for if women, taken by men already 01^7 
ried, were not kwful wives in Got>\ 
fight, then commerce with them was ilficftf 
and the iffue muft be illegtfimdtey and^ if 
fo, untnheritable.^^--^\C\^^x will this car- 
ry us ? Farther, I dare fay, than the nioft 
zealous anti-pofygamifis mean it (hould, 
even to the baftardizing the Messiah 
Himfelf, Unlefs an after- taken wife be 
a laivful wife to the man who takes her, 
notwithftanding his y^rw(?r wife be living, 
whether, we take our Lord's genealogy on 
His fuppojed fathers fide with Sti Mdt-^ 
thewy or 6ii* His mother Marys fide with 
St. Lukcy Solomon the anceftor of Jofephy 

and 
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and Nathan theanceflor oi Mary^ through 
whmn our Lord's line * runs back to 
Davids being the children of Batbjheba 
(whom when David married he had alio 
otbir wives by whom he had children) 
mnft fail in their legitimacy y confequently 
all that could be claimed from the com- 
mon anceftor David muft be defeated; 
for if there be a failure here, nothing can 
let it right even to the lateji pojlerity. We 
muft therefore either allow thzt polygamtms 
marriages were valid and lawful in the 
fight of God, or deny Christ to be the 
fon of David', for in the language of fcrip- 
turc, a bajlard, or one corruptly born, is 

'^ David being, by God's own appointment, feat- 
cd on the throne of Ifrael^ which was fettled on him 
and on his yjr/ri— became the common anceftor in whom 
the whole royal family might be faid to center, and 
from whom the fucceeding kings muft make out a 
//f<7/ title— this is probably the reafon why (A6ls ii. 
29.) he is ftyled the Patriarch David. 

It is true that teno^ the tribes were rent out of the 
hands of Solomon^ i KTines xi. 31. but the kingdom of 
Judah ftill remained, which was inherited by a re- 

Jpular fuccellion of David's lineal and lawful de- 
ccndcnts, till it centered in the perfon of the Man 
Jssus, as to the hereditary rights though the pof 
Jeffion of it had been long interrupted, and, according 
to that anticnt prophecy of Jacob (Gen. xlix. 10.; 
thefceptre and lawgiver were departed from Judah^ 
when ^hihh came to fet up a kingdom not of this 
world. Comp. If. ix. 6, 7. Dan. ii. 44^ with John 
xviii. 36. 

not 



ndfaJoA*. So thif apofikf Hei. xii. 1:8. 
^Jben are ye bajlards and not fons — vc6q/. m^ 
HKVioi. — Nor cofild he be hereditary king 
of IfraeL To make out His title to tiiis, 
all his anceftors up to David muft be 
proved to be. David's lawful and mheritabk 
ifTue, for that is one meaning of the feed 
of David according to the ftejh. Rom. i. 3 i 
as we (hould fay, in modern language — heir 
of his body lawfully begotten. This could 
not be on any other footing than a ppfy^ 
gamous marriage being as lawful as ^nj 
other in the fight and judgment of the 
MOST HIGH; otherwife Solomon was v^ 
' viOLi HK vioc — a bajiard and not ^^«— through 
whom muft be derived the heirfhip to 

* i. e. Not in a proper, le^al^ or inheritable fcnfc. 
—In common acceptation the word p may denote a 
boy or male child, of which an harlot may be delivered, 
(fee Judges xi. i. and i Kings lii. 20, &c.} as the 
"word /on may among us— -ftill this word is feldom ufed 
by us without fome note of diilin£^ion, lyherje a 
bayard is fpoken of— fuch as natural or ba/e-boritfon^ 
to z female bajiard is feldom called daughter'^hxit na- 
tural or bafe-horn daughter. The Hebrew word for 
one corruptly oxjpurioujly born is "^^^210. The Greek 
9Qio^, z ba^ardj is oppofed.to t;/of, zfon. The He- 
brew ]2 is ufed alfo for the male offspring of a brute^ 
(fee Zech« ix. 9, J113/W P — to which the vioif 
fSTo^vytH, Mztt. xxi. 5. anfwers) — it therefore fccms 
to denote, in a general fenfe, male offspring of any 
kind ; but in the true, legal, and proper fenfe of it, 
when applied to the male offspring of mankind, fre* 
quently to denote lawful ijfue^ ia oppofiition to that 
which is corrupt Qvfpurious. 

David 



David on Christ's Jkppofed father s fide. 
80 likewlfc was Nathan a baflard and not a 
fiftf through whom Chiist*s heirihip to 
ihc throne of I/rae/muii be derived on the 
fide of His mother the Vrrgin Mary. It is 
ittfficient to prove one link in the chain of 
Cm ft I it's genealogy from David faulty, to 
defeat all His title to the appellation of iS^ 
of David'^King aflfrael. We mieht go far- 
ther^ and fay that RehoboatHy the imme- 
diate defcendent from Solomotiy was alio a 
foh/gamtft. He took Mahalah^ then Abt-^. 
haitp then Maacbah the daughter of Ab^ 
/atom (whom, it is faid, he hved above atl 
hit other wives) by whom heh^d Abi/ahs 
hifi fuccefTor in the throne of I/rae/, and 
who fland^ on record as a lawful defcen- 
dent of David. Matt. i. 7. See 2 Chr. xu 
|8» 2I» 22. 

Wc might alfo reckon the good king 
yofiah among the polygamous kings of Ju^ 
dal I wc read of two of his wives, 2 Kings 
xxiii. 3 1 1 36. the name of one was Hamutal. 
the daughter of Jeremiah of Libnah, h 
whom he had Jehoabaz \ and the name of t^ 
other was Zebmiah^ the daughter of J 
daitth of Rumith^ by whom he had j 
boiakim^ the father of J<xoniah, who 
fbuiuU Miitt. u ii» i2.» in the line 
Christ's anccrtors from Da^i^id. For 
rharnitbrr of y.^^.*^^^ <l * 2 Kings xxiii. 
Liie k99:4> bim there ^*«v ;;^ iing before 
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that turned to the Lord liHth all bis beari^ anS 
with all hisfouU and with all his mighty ac^ 
cording to all the law of Mojes, &c. 
, Now, to go no farther, if ^polygamous 
marriage was unlawful, and of courfe null 
and 'i;^/^ before God, then was not Chrisj^ 
legally dpfcended of the houfe and lineage, 
of David, but from a fpurious iflue, not 
only in the inftances abovcmentioned, but 
alio in others which might be mentioned* 
So that when Christ is fuppofed to con- 
demn polygamy as adultery, contrary to thb 
inftitution of marriage, and to xh^feventb 
commandment. He muft at thp fame time 
he fuppofed to defeat* his own title to 
the charafter of the Messiah^ concern- 
ing whom God had fworn to David, that 
of the fruit of his loins, according to tbefkjh^ 
He would raife up Christ to Jit on bit 
throne. See ABs ii. 30. with Pf. cxxxii. 
11. T! he fruit of his loins in this place, 
and the feed which Jhall proceed out of thy 

* Filius qui petit haereditatetn tanquatii filius, de-* 
bet probare nliationem. ■" A fon who feeks an inbe- 
'' ritance, or cftateby fucceffion, as Vifon, ought to 
<«. proYt fonfiip.** This maxim of the civii law was 
alfo among the Jews ; they excluded, pn the autho- 
rity of I)cut. xxiii. 2f from all the privileges of the 
Jewift> common-wealth, both civil' and religious^ 
not only all illegitimate iflue, but even that whofe 
legitii^acy was any ways doubtful. See Univ. Hift* 
vol. iii. p. XI7* note L. Comp, Judg* xi. i, 2* 
Alfo Ezra ii. 62. Neh. vii. 64. 

Vol- II- C kwfls, 
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honvehf 2 Sam. vii. i2. are exprefled, 
I Chron. xxii. 9. hv'— Behold a ^o^ Jhall 
be born unto thee — wnich, though primarily 
fpoken of Solomon^ ultimately points to 
Christ, as 2 Sam. vii. 14. with Heb. i. 57- 
demonftrably fliew. Therefore Christ is 
emphatically ftyled the Son of David. 

How wpuld all this (land by our law? 
Deciusj a nobleman of large eftate, hav- 
ing this, as well as his honours, limited 
to him and the heirs of his body^ marries 
J^ecia^ by whom he has no iflue ; then, 
living Decia, he marries Portia^ by whom 
he has a fon. Decius dies. This fon can- 
not inherit the eftate and honours of De^ 
cius, as heir of his body, nor can this be 
done by any of the defcendents of that 
fon to the lateft pofterity. The reafon of 
which is, that we deem a polygamous mar- - 
riage no marriage at all, but null and void 
to all intents and purpofes whatfoever; 
but not fo the law of God : which is wifejl 
and bejl^ muft be left to the confideration 
of ^^ judicious reader. 

There is a remarkable circumftance in . 
Davids hiftory, which I cannot help ob- • 
ferving on this occalion, which is, that 
the adulterous offspring of David by 
Bathjheba^ the wife of Uriah, begotten by 
David during the life-time of Uriah, is 
mentioned- /w^A;^ times in ei^ht follow- ' 
ing verfes, 2 Sam. xii. 15, &c. and is 
'9 not 
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hoi once callted p— ^ foh^ but nVn-^/>5<? 
Ynan-child. The prophet Nathan indeed- 
fays, ver. 14. — ^^niV»n \17\ — the fin 'whicB 
is born unto thee — which carries with it a 
iharp reproof of David, who, b'efote he 
came to a fight and fcnfe of Bis fin, might 
have called it fo himfelf ; but aftci: he was 
awakened to a due fenfc of his iniquity, 
hot all the tdrnients which he cndlired 
Xvhilc the child was Jick, nor the news of 
its death, ever induced him to call it ^Ji 
" my fin y' bti t ^h'^n—the man-child. HoW 
differently did he exprefs himfclf oh the. 
hews of the death of Abfalom, 2 Sam. 
xviii. 33. and 2 Sam. xix. 4. where eight 
times in twt) verfeis he repeats — O Ahfalofik\ 
my fin ! myfdn ! &c. I'll ventute to fup- 
pofe that, if David had bfecn afked tn6 
caufe of this difl:in<ftion, we fhoiild have 
reafon to think he faw a rtioft important 
difference, betwefen a chiid Begotten in 
adultery y and Vifin begotten ipd born under 
polygamy. 

I think the prophet NaiBdn ufed the 
v/ord fin in an improper fenfe, as above- 
mentioned, and for the reafon there giv- 
en; becaufe tht child , being begotten in 
adultery, was a haftard-y not a fin, in the 
legal fenfe of the word, ^l-^afin, is from 
the root njl which fignifies to build, 2iS an 
houfi, a city, &c, therefore p — a fin, is fo 
tailed, in the true legal and proper fenfe 
C 2 of 



[ 20 ] 

of it, becaufe he builds up or continues his 
father sbouje or family. The fM^ there - 
lore of Davids adulterous intercourfe wkh 
Batbjheba^ was not properly afon. And 
the Holy Spirit^ ver. 1 5, when He returns 
to the narrative of God's dealings with 
David ioT his iniquity, faith, -/^;?5" Jeho- 
vah ftruck, {noi\17\—tbefon, but) T7»n-r^ 
the man-child^ (feeEx9d. i. 17, 18.) which 
Uriah's wife bare unto David: and we do 
not find this unhappy oflfspring ever men- 
tioned afterwards, either oy David or his 
fervantSy by any other nan^e. We ufe the 
vfotdifon much in the fame fenfe with the 
Hebrew p, to denote lawful ijue. If a 
v^m TtK^k^s a will, and leaves his eftate 
iand efiedls tp bis fon or fons^ no baftard 
^ould take undpr this defcription, the 
word^« only denoting lawful iffue. Hence 
no b^ardczxi have any anceftors to whom 
hp can inherit or be an heir — but, as faith 
the apojiky Gal. iv. j. If afon then an heir^ 
I which explains wnat he means (Rom. 
vni. 1 7.) by faying — If children then heirs ^ 
&c* J for it is as true in the fcriptures as in 
Qur law—** qui ex damnato coitu nafcuntur^ 
** inter liberos non computantur' — " thofe 
" who are born from illicit commerce arcf 
*'* not reckoned amongft children/' It 
follows, therefore, that our Lord's an- 
ceftors, Solamony NatbanyAbijaby &c. in 
the direiSt: line from David y muft all be 

deemed 
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deemed of God the iflbe of idtbfalm^r^ 
riage, btherwHc He is not the Son of Da- 
-wa— the King of l^aeL The lawfQlnefs 
of poij^gamy liiiifl: of courfe be eftibli(he<i, 
or the whole of Chrijiianitymvi^ fall to the 
grouh4, and Christ not be He that wds 
to come^ iut iv^ mnjflook for another. Matf. 
xi. 3. ^ 

Our divorces, catf/B fr^contraSihy or 
b'ecacife of an antecedent contraft on the 
man's fide, are without the Mvine Outho- 
rity^ arid ftand wholly on the inventions 
of men upon thefubjed: of polygamy; thefc 
originate frdm the received notion thaEt 
though polygany was ** allowed under thie 
** Old Tcftament, it is forbidden under 
* * the law of the New Tefiament ; " — where- 
fore all polygamous contrafts are null* and 

i)Otd 

♦ I do not find that the ecclefiajiictil cQurts havre 
gone any farther in fuch a €afe, than merely pro- 
nouncing a polygamous contra^ nidi and votd^ ab 
initio — I cannot meet with any inftance of their pu- 
nifhing a man as an adulterer or fomUator, 

Thefe courts arc czllcd fpirituai^ becaufe they take 
cognizance of oiFences of a fpiritual and religioi^s 
kind, and they profefs to judge by the law ^GoD— 
but where is there to be founa, in all the law of 
God,. either a precept or example to juftify this fort 
of divorces, caufa prec9ntra£fus P The truth .is-*- 
ihey make void the law of God through their tradiiions^i 
and a man whojs divorced on fuch an account may 
very julRly, widb a littk variation, apply to the judge 
^ho pronounces the fentence of divorce^ what was 
iaid by Paul to the kigh-friejl ANANIAS on another 
C 3 occafipn. 
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void in thcmfclves, and the parties enter- 
ing into them are to be divorced. But as 
there is no law in the New Teftament 
which is not in the Old Teftament, the 
latter muft for ever remain as the invarir 
able rule of right ; wherefore all divorces 
whatfoeyer, which hafe not their grounds 
and rcafons in the divine law which was 
delivered by Mojes, ate encroachments on 
the divirie prerogative^ and amount to the 
lin of -^putting a/under thofe whom God 
bath joined together. 

Polygamy on the man's fide (for that is 
the fenfe in which I would be underftood 
to ufe the word throughout this whole 
book) is no caufe of divorce, either with 
regard to the former or to the after- taken 
woman ; had it been fo, we furely fhould 
Jiaye found fome inftance of it in the 
Hijiory of the Church, from Adam to the 
time of the prophet Malachi, that is to 
fay, in the Ipace of about 4000 years. 
NcJr is it to be imagined, that Gop fhould 
fuffer His own chojen people to have con- 

'occafiop, Afts xxiii. 3. Sitteft thou to judge me after 
. thi law, and commandeft me to be divorced contrary 
h the law ? Tlie rignt of the eccleftaftical powers to 
divorce tYitmzn^ and the right of iht civil powers to 
hanghim^ are equally without all foundation in the 
divine mind and will^ as revealed in the fcriptures, 
and are built on that *w^«S\of '\.%vJ'oi of the council of 
Trent^ concerning the *' unlawfulnefs of polygamy to 
«' Chrijfians.'\ ^ ' ■ • . , / 

|inuc^ 



t 23 ] 

tinned in the open and avowed praiftlceof 
living vsrith more wives than ' one^ if the 
very firft pofitive law, which is evidently 
the foundation of all others upon the fub- 
je<ft, was intended to forbid or prevent 
fuch a praftice; as little is it to be con- 
Ceived, that He (hould make laws for the 
regulation. of it, if He had forbidden the 
very thing itfelfto be done at .all. 

As to the divorces which Mofes permit- 
ted, it was a mere tolerationy to avoid 
worfe confequences, if thofe hard-hearted 
yews had been forced to keep their hated 
wives. It was no repeal, or even fufpen- 
fion, of God's pofitive law, but only ope- 
rated as an exemption from the cenfure 
and animadverfion of the magiftratc * ; it 
was no lefs a breach of God's law in thofe 
who did it, than if fuch permijfion had^ 
never been given; is our Lord evident- 
ly (hews in His difcourfe with the Fha-- 
rifeesj in his expofition and application of 
the antient law of God, arid m the con- 
cljufion which He draws from it. So,, 
though our ecclejialiioal courts take upon 
them to pronounce a contract: null and 
vW, which is entered into with ^feofn^ 

* It would have been very injurious to have pi|- 
nifhed the women who left their hufbands under 2L^ill 
of divorce^ even though they went to another man, 
leeing this -waff by the hulband's own aft and deed j 
tor — Volemti non^fil injuria . 

G 4 wife. 
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Xf^ifCf living a firft, yet this ddes bdt af- 
fcA the matter in the fight of God, they 
arc nor the lefs Bujhand and wife; for being 
joined together according to His infti-i' 
tution, and thus being pronounced by 
Him orte fiejb — the command is — let not 
man put them a/under. — All fuch droorces 
are therefore nu/ldud void, and as ineffec- 
tual to diflfalye a marriage in the ^git of 
God, as Mofess bill of divorcement was. 
On the footing of God's law, Jacob coyAd 
no more have abandoned Rachel^ his fecond 
wife, thdiii LeaJb his ^rji* I nor could £/- 
kanai) have any more divorced Eannab than 
Peninnak-r-JiPX could King Jehoajh have 
put away either of thofe wives which Je^ 
koiada the high-prieft had taken for him, 

• Abraham* s putting away Hagar^ is not the Icafl 
exception to the rule here laid down, for this was 
done bjr the immediate command of Heaven^ not 
only to deliver Sarah from the infolence of Hagar^ 
;ind Ifaac from the perficution of her fon IJhmaeU 
(comp. Gen. xxi» o, with Gal. iv. 29.) but to hold 
forth, in z prophetical type and figure, what was to 
come topafs in the latter days^ when the feed of Abra^ 
bpmj according to the flejh^ fliQuld be rejeScd for their 
unbeliefs and perfecution of the true Ifaacy and the 
Jpiritual children of Abraham (fee Gal. iii. 7,) be 
called to inherit thepromifes. See this whole nratter 
opened and explained— Gal. iv. 22, &c. 

Befides, it may be obferved, that here is nothing 
faid of a bill ofdivorce^ the word made ufe of is tcn^l— 
which fignifies to expels drive, . or fhruji outj or, as we. 
ihould pbrafe it^-^turning her out of doors'^^aid is ap^ 
plied to IJbmael as well as to Ht^gar^ ver« lo* 

2. Why? 
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Wky ? btcaoTc Gore's primary law was> 
tkit s man JboU chave to his wifty and 
theyjhidlle one fiefhy ot^ as it is ex-^ 
prcfied in diat ex|^ahatary paflage, Dfeub 
xxiL zg. She Jball be his mfe^ bbca^sb 
HE HAi:^ JHUJ^BLED HiR^ .he may fliri 
fut her ivha^ M his days. This pofitive 
command df Cod flarids unrepealed, for 
the rcafoh on T^hich it is apparently founds 
cd muft be the fame for ever, and bears a 
dired: and abfolute tcftimony againft all £^ 
vorces of human invention^ whether by 
thofe of old who made the laW of Goi> 
void through their t^aditidns, and taught fat 
doSlrines the commandments of men, or by 
their fuccejfors of more moaern date, and 
actually confines them to thofe cafes onfy 
which are mentioned in the ns)ord of God. 
It cannot be fliewn from that word, that a 
man's having a wife^ and afterwards (liv- 
ing the firft) marrying another, is a caufe 
of divorce from either ^ or that fuch mar- 
riage was deemed null2xA void, or forbid- 
den, or even J^««^/yJtt// with^, much Icfe 
condemned, in any one fingle inftance i but 
it is very eafy to Ihew the dired: contrary^ 
that is to fay, that wherever any man rc- . 
ceived the perfon of a virgin into his pof- 
feJJTony he (if fhe was not betrothed or ef- 

goufed to another) by x!mx Jingle aSi made 
er his 'wife, and was abfolutcly forbidden 
to put her away ail bis days : this, let th» 
man's Jituation be what it might. God 

made 
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^^^ „ .ui^vwicct and thofe irfib ifc, not 

Tv V^v Ms^ rtuthurity but their own, but 

.V -v»* uiihority (like the Piarpifj c£ 

,.,',.N u^ auWt oppofition &, and defiance 

,, v<\^M «! MH^itch command. They msj 

n.w t«**»> ^'^^^ •^ madefad^ Ezek. xiiL 
^ *. i»V »»»*'^*"* tbat^fj/i/ which God ham 
^s^<\\^^M\^M^lf {i^^r nvbere there ism law^ 
4.\,s -4 H» tranfire^At) aad this iy tteir 
.V,^ ^h4 /« firen%tben tk€ h^nis cf the 
\t»'^^*l^ J^ f^U^tT^^ thtm fztm dseinidif- 
iplutilc oblip^ka^^ wbkh Gc^dV kw lajrs 
ih^M uii^i^f^ ^^ tho^ ^ccilitatSng: the de- 
Tim*** ^"^ j^duUiMf leztdnefs^ and dtbaucberj^ 
^i\k\% Ci^>:y^^ fcwr wai eridently ir:T.^dc tr© 

Pwt 6ife irtt#lt wfeeirsby we may jic^uigc ct 

|iif f;i^^ ^tei!^e»fid h^ M(f^, a:^ hinding (or 

«^^ fr« fjkr^um flsen, I take to he this — 

ttj^ffigif'-^m^ ^)S)iciyeratft<m$ im which lloch 

i|^'^ ^ip^'$ £0^<m;^ aicd the incadbns on which 

fti^ Hf^^ j|j(^)DiUQided« For iiptrhpinifg. — the 

/r/^ffyt^ ^ ^Ss^Mstkis^ the ceremwld law, 

^^ ^ '^ '^^^ afl&dihadow £s;rth gsedtHmgi 

^^ ^^j^X^j— JKr^ x- t>--thcir«foie w hen tdboiic 

^4^ J //»ef^ didcme^ that law had doisc is 

'^'i^^^^ jwui^'^ii«d it3> ejcxd, therefore waxnd 

<^ 1^^ "^^^amj^ nfo^- Hch. riiL 13. So 

^Jff\g^^^^ ^ee-wj «sa©y jwsiitical isnfiitEttioas, 

%4j^^^^5g^ fffirtk'Jiilbrll^V liasic to ilae iiitnaaitk:ra 
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the wt7Jernefs—othtrs to their fubfequent 
abode in the /and of Canaan — calculated 
for their government with refped to the 
peculiarity of their fituation, not only 
with regard to themfelves, but to that of 
the nations about them. Thefe being local, 
and peculiar to their difpenfation, as well 
under the theocracy adminiftered by Mofes, 
Jojhuay and the following judges^ as under 
the government of their kings, are not 
binding on chriftian men, whofe fituation, 
from the very nature of the thing, can 
never be the objedt of thofe locah or tem^ 
poraryjiatutes. 

But when we find a law givfen, which 
is of perpetual and univerfal concern, fuch 
as relates to the prefervation of milHtmf 
from deftrudion — to the defence of the 
weak againft thtjlron^, and the fupport of 
God's moral government in the world, in 
one of the gfcateft of all concerns to So- 
ciety, the commerce of the fexes, there, as 
the reafons of thofe laws can never ceafc, 
thofe laws themfelves mufl: be of univerfal 
and perpetual obligation. 'Otherwife it 
would be making laws which are not com- 
menfurate with the reafons on which they 
are founded, or, in other words, God's 
governing His people for a limited time, 
and then leaving them without any go4 
yernpfient but their own. 

We admit that Gon's law ftill con- 
demns 
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dcmns ibhoredofn^ fomicdthny and adultery^ 
and hold thofe marriages to be illegal, 
which the law of Mofis hath made fo, on 
account of affinity and confanguinity ; but 
"we rehouncc the pofitlve law which binds 
for ever the virgin to the riian who has 
humbled her, thoug^h this very law was 
evidently enadied to prevent thofe mif- 
ehiefs which arife froto feduSHon^ and is, 
in the very ttfrns of it, clearly in affirm- 
ance of that primary and iiniverfal law, 
SUhey Jhallbe one fiejh: but as there is the 
fame reafon for the continudnce of this law, 
as there was for giving it at firft, namely 
tb {5rcvent whoredom and fornication^ and 
ail the mifchiefs which are the confe- 
quences of taking women and then aban^ 
doHing them, it is doubtlefs among thofe 
indelible ftatuteS, which are as unalterable 
as the reafons on which the all-wife law- 
giver founded them. As nothing can 
make a marriage in God's fight but His 
own inllitution, fo nothing can make a di* 
H)orce lawful before Him but His own au- 
thority. To afTert the contrary, is to fet 
man's law above God's law; which is in 
effeft to take part * with the man ofjin^ 

* The Council of Trent aftually pronounced an 
anathema againft any who fliould fay, that the ^^ church 
" might not difpenfe with fome of the impediments 
♦' mentioned in Leviticus^ ox add others.** Brent* 
Tranfl. of Polanoi 784. 

the 
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tbffon (>f perditiofij wb^ oppofetb and exaU^ 
eth bimfelf above all tbat is called God, or 
that is worjhippedy fo tbat be 9 as Qod, 
Jittetb in tbe temple ^ God, Jhewing bim^ 
felf tbat be is God, 2 Xbe£\ \u 4. One 
charaft^r of this man of Jin was, that he 
ihould tbink to change times and laws. Dan. 
vii. 25. — Our Lord's oppofite charatSlcr 
to this is very apparent in all He faid and 
did, but no where mpre fo, than in what 
He faid on tjie fubjedt of divorce, in His 
difputc with the Pbarifees, Matt. xix. 4, 
&c. He there (hews from the divine law^ 
what mafii^s a marriage ^ and, taken in con- 
nexion with chap. y. 3a. what dijfolvesit^ 
and authorijses divorctr^YfhSXt we, like the 
Pbariffes, m^ke an4 unnciake marriages, 
jjift as we pleafe, and, if we do but Acer 
clear of ^prieft and an human ceremony, 
ipay tah. and put amay as many women as 
we c$ui feduce. — Met)iu\ks a Jew might 
exclaini. ag^inft ug in thp words of Shylock^^ 

*« O father Abraham^ what th^fe Chriftians are !" 

Efpeci^Uy if he took his bible y and contraftfid 
the law of Heaven to our laws, as \!ci^y now 
ftand, relative to the fubjed of marriage... . 
Even* the antient Goths may ferve to 
fhame us-*- for they obliged him whp de- 
bauched a virgin, to ni^rry her, if (he.viF^«; 
equal to him in rank \ if not, he was- 
cgnftrained to give her a fcrtune equ^l.te 

his 
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his own condition ; if he could riot give 
her fuch a fortune, he was condemned to 
death J becaufe a woman thus diflionoured 
had no chance of obtaining an hufband . 
"withoxxt iSi fortune 9 and becaufe it was by 
marriage only that a ftate could be pro- 
perly peopled. Sec Alex. Hift. Worn, 
vol. i. p. 148. 

So in the bufinefs oi adultery : — the an- 
tient Germans allowed the hufband to af- 
iemble the relations of the adulterefs, in 
their prefence to cut off her hair, ftrip 
her naked, turn her out of his houfe, and 
whip her from one end of the village to 
the other. A woman thus publicly ex- 
pofed, could never wipe away the ftain of 
fo foul an infamy, nor could any motive 
ever prevail on another to marry her, . 
though youth, beauty, fortune, and every 
advantage combined to allure him. lb. p. 
151. We Christians, reward the aduU 
terefs with a divorce^ which enables her to 
become the legal property of the adulterer^ 
that is to fay, if the injured huflband can 
afford the enormous expence of it, if not, 
he muft be plagued with the woman during 
life. But to return 

The mifchiefs arifing from unlaitful di^ 
vorce^ (for fuch I call all putting away 
which is not authorized by the divine law) 
tore dreadful to think of, none can enu- 
merate them, uhlefs they could diftinftly 

count 
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tfount the' miferles of projlitution. ^his' 
can exift on no other foundation than men 
faking women, zndi putting tbem aw(y ]\\Si 
its and when they pleafe ; a practice as con- 
trary to the primary law of nature efta- 
blifhed at the beginning, as to every thing 
Christ laid down on" the footing of that 
law in His difcourfe with the Pharifees. 
I will allow, that, here and there, in- 
ftances may be found of females y who owe 
their ruin to their own vicious inclina- 
tions, and who have nobody to blame but 
themfelves \ but for one inftance of this 
folrt, hundre)is owe their deftruiftion to the 
bafenefs and tfeachery of their feducers. 
The divine law was levelled at both thefe 
cafes — if a virgin played the ivhore by pro- 
ftituting herfeff^y it was a capital offence-^ 
if a man enticed a virgin y &c. he was to 
endow her to be bis wife^ and not put her 
awm all his days. While thefe laws were ' 
in force and vigour amongft the ^ews^ as 
to the Obfervance of them, there could be 
no whore among the daughters of Ifrael^ 
Deut. xxiii. ij. When Mofes found it 
neceflary in fome cafes, mentioned Deut. 
xxiv. 1. to fuffer them to put away their 
wives, the fame hardnefs of heart whicl^ 
occafioned this meafure of /e?//fy, (for fo 
it certainly was) led them to abufe it to 
purpofes of great licentioufnefs, of which 
adultery grew to be the confequence, as 

may 
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may appear from Deut. xxiy. 4. a fcrip- 
ture little confidered and underftood, but 
the bafis of what Christ faid to the Pba-^ 
rifees^ Matt. xix. 9. — Still we read of no 
brothels y no i^\xh\ic projiitutes of the daugbr- 
ters of Ifrael. If the wife, who was un- 
juftly divorce dy married another man, ihe 
committed adultery, the man who married 
her committed adultery, and the firft 
hufband, by being the caufe, was liable to 
the guilt of fuch adultery-, and though 
the feverity of the law, as to the temporal 
confequcnces, was fufpended by the bill of 
divorcement, yet in God's account the pri- 
mary law of marriage was violated, the 
law of the feventb commandment broken, 
and the delinquents were anfwerable at 
the bar of the divine juftice, as tranfgref- 
fors of the divine law. So faid the law 
itfclf, as explained by Christ, Matt. v. 
32. xix. 9* Mark x. 11. Luke xvi. 18. 

Now to apply this. — The obligatiot 
created by the law of marriage is om 
and the fame for ever, fo muft all thoff 
laws be, which God gave by Mofes f 
explain and enforce it; as Exod. xxii. i 
Deut. xxii. 28, 29 *. Our laws ai 

cufto' 

* Dr. Jlexanitr, Hift. of Worn. vol. ii. p. ; 
fpeaking of the privilege of tUvora among the J 
adds, inallufion to the law of Deut. xxii. 28, 2 
*' But he who deflowered a virgin forfeited it 
** die law obliged him, in compenTation for th 
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tiifbths may be compared to' tht iUt 
rf dnor cement^ which put a/under tbafi 
ubtm God bath joined together i. fo that if 
a tnan take a virgin, (not betrothed) and 
He "with her, he is under t^ obligation to 
her whatfoever, he may put her away f^r 
every caufe^—fhc may go and he anther 

*^ jury, not only to p^ hef father £fty ihekeis of fil-^ 
** vcr, but to marry and retain &er for life." ** Was 
** it poffibU^** fays he, *• to devrfc a law that more 
•* ftrongly proteded female chafthy?*' — It ccrtaialy 
was not poffible — and the abolition of this law is 
equally ruinous to the female fex, and an infult to 
that God who fo gracioullv confutted thdr feciirity 
and proteflion. This is beft accounted for^ by c6tk^ 
fidering thatourprefent /g/fciwof law, with refpeftto 
Hit commerce of thefexeSy \x2iSy in a great meafure^ beeii 
handed down to us from the church of Rome — that the 
churchmen thereof, in former ages, had the fntmiflg 
arid fafliioaing matters as they pleafed— that as a:U 
marriage was forbidden them, they took fpecial care 
to make themfelves amends, by keeping thofe laws 
out of fight, which, had they been retained, maft 
have fadly interrupted their monflrous debaucheries 
as well with regard to virgins as married weuuH^ 
** which were often carried to fuch lengths as we 
** ihould fcarcely credit (fays our author) were we 
** notafiured of them by the moft authentic records,** 
Had the law of Lev. xx. lo. been HBfained, th^ 
churchmen could not very fafely have defiled othei^ 
men*s wives — and as they could not take any woman 
for their own^ the laws of Exod. xxii. i6. and jD/irA 
xxii. 28, 29. could not poffibly be obeyed — therefore 
it was expedient to leave them out of their fyfteak 
They now, from long difufe, have funk into obli- 
vion, and perhaps there are thoufands of thofe, who 
call themfelves Chrijiians^ who do not recoUeA that 
there are fuch laws as thefe in the ^/^//. 

Vol. IL D mans 
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mifis wife; and this fo far from being 
reckoned adultery y as by God's law it cer- 
tainly is, is accounted a virtuous aftion ; it 
makes her an honeji woman, as the pbrafe is ; 
fuch a marriage (though doubtlefs adultery y 
in the fight of God, in the man who by 
putting her away caufed her to commit it — in 
the man wbtytharries her who isfo put away 
—and in the woman who marries another 
^an, living the firft who poflefled her) is 
accoxmted a clean/er, as it were, of all for- 
mer defilement, takes out th^/pots from the 
woman's charafter, and has been by fome 
ludicrouflj^ ftyled " the fullers earth of 
** reputation." All this moiiftrous wick- 
cdnefs is, as to the guilt of it, as much 
kept out of our fight, by our laws and 
cuftoms, as the guilt of the divorcing 
fews was kept out of theirs by the bill of 
divorcement. Well might our Bleffed Lord 
fay, Luke xvi. 1 5. ^hat which is highly ef- 
teemed among men is abomination in the fight 
of God ! The place which thofe words 
ftand in, fhews them to relate in a parti- 
cular manner to what He fays at the 18th 
verfe, touching the point of unjujl divorce, 
they ftand in the fame context; which 
plainly reaches from the words — And He 
faid unto them, ver. 15. to the end of 
ver. 18. 

As to the confequences of fuch taking 
and unjiifi divorcement, with refpedt to far 

the 
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the gresiicr nnmhcT of Jeducedjema/es, who 
(abaiidotled to all that infamy y want^ difeafe^ 
and even death ttfelf ean bring upon them) 
are — 

At once ^^prey zniifcom of all they meet. 
Swarm in each brothel^ and infeft each fti-eet-^ ' 

as I (hall confidef their fituation, with its 
cffeifts and confequences, both to them- 
felves and the public, in the conclufion of 
this work, I will fay no more of it here, 
but proceed to confider the commerce of the 
fexesy as it concerns fociety in general, 
and is therefot^e thfe objedl of human laws, 
more particularly with regard to marriage 
las a civil contraB. 
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CHAP. VIL 



0/ Marriage cor^dered in n civm 
View, as the Object of Human 
Laws. — Examination qf the pRiNr 
ciPLES and Tendency of the Mar- 
riage-Act* 



HAVING before confideped marriage 
as a divine inJiitution>, as ordained of 
God, and by Him defined in what it fliall 
confift (fee before vol. i. p. i8 — 20.) I can- 
not help once more obferving, that, in this 
view of it, no human power has the leaft 
authority * to interfere, fo as to make that 
nullznd void which, God hath made valid 
^nd binding; or to fay that thofe are not 

one 

♦ Some have properly diftinguiflied marriage as 

iwo'/old, coniifling in a two- fold bond, called vincUf- 

lum intemum^^zn internal bond, and vinculum exie^-- 

imm— an outward, or external bond. The firft 6f 

tilde arifes from the union of the male and female in 

r Mf^ and is rendered indijfoluble by the command 

ff'Jhall be one fiejb* Compare Gen. ii. 24. with 

ir« vi. i6. This cannot be diflolved during the 

it'Of the parties, but by an a<St of adultery in the 

HToman^ which totally vacates it, and releafes the 

an from all obligation whatfoever. The vinculum- 

ternwnj or outward bond, arifes from the recogni- 

>n of the other by fome outward rite or ceremony 

"^ in 
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digrccs, and other wife purpofes, which 
arc to b^ anfwered thereby, ftill not interr 
fcring with the thing itfelf as between 
God and the parties, but leaving this as it 
ftands in the Biifle. 

This diftindlion has not been attended 
to as it ought, therefore the laws of t^iis 
country, |ike the laws of moft others, 
have intrenphed on the divine law^ making 
crimes, and ordaining puniftiments, which 
are not only unwarranted by it, but are 
diredtly oppofite to it: as, a proof of this, 
we need only turn to the Statute Book, and 
read 31 Hen. VUL c. 14. which made it 
^* felony for a man in holy orders to marry, 
*• bpth in hjm, and in the woman/' So 
I Jac. I. c. J I- which enadls, that ^' if a 
** man, being married, fhall marry ajio- 
^* thef woman, his firft wife being alive, 
*' he (hall be deemed a felpn, and fufFer 
'' death as fuch." — The lirft of thefe two 
laws was repealed long ago, but the latter 
is ftill in force, and, but for the benefit of 
clergy, a man who had two wives, would 
be lent to the gallows with murdi^rers and 
highwaymen, though there is no more war- 
rant for this in the word of God, than 
there was for making a prieji a felon for 
marrying at all, or for burning a man un^ 
der the writ de haretico comburendo, for 
|;)einff fuch an heretic as to deny that a^ 

piece 
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piece of wafer, after a prieft had muttered 
fome Words over it, is a human Mf. 
Vulgar errors, while remaining merclj 
in the minds of men, however they may 
afiedt the individuals who helieve them, 
may be very barmlefs things with refpdSk 
to thofe who are wife enough to iearch 
and think for themfelves, and therefore 
4ifier in judgment; but when they are 
pbtruded upon the conicicaces of men, 
armed with the terror of ^guinary laws, 
even unto death itfelf, they are formida- 
ble to the laft degree i and thofe arc to be 
remembered as Ibme of the bcft friends 
to mankind, who have had the ^fdom 
firft to form their own opinions by the 
fCripture of truth, and then the oiurage 
to attack, and the fuccefs (under Provi- 
dence) to defeat, fome of thefe wMfUrs^ 
though doubly guarded and defendol by 
hms of church 2xxd Jiate. No opinions, 
however facr^ in the eitimation of man* 
kind, can in the leafl zSc& the truth of 
God with refpe(5t to the moral world, 
any more than diSerent lyilems of pbih* 
fiphy^ can afiecl or change the fmajleft 
atom in the vifible creation — God's go- 
vernment over both is utrerlv nnafl&ilablg 
by mortals, unchangeable by human power 
.or wiTdom. The ph^tnomena of day and 
night, depend not on the iyiicms of the 
D 4 Ptolemaic^ 
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PtoUmak^ Cartejian^ or Newtanian philQfo<» 
pby, but on the wifdom and power of him 
who created all things, and upkoldetk tbem 
h the "i^ord of His power. So with. i:fe- 
ipeift to marriage 9 which is fifi mHch :Ml 
ordinance of God^ as the ordinances of 
thiB material h^venp are, (Jer, xipxi. 3.5, 
36.) it is, with refpedto itfclf, as uncoq- 
troulable by human power, as the fifing 
pr fetting of the^?^;^ and mi>on* Errors- in 
philofophy cannot change theUb-r-Ner/orsi^i 
divinity cannot affect the other: there^ 
fore that which conftituted z marriage ^t 
the beginnings wil| conftitute it to. the end, 
though every legiflature. upon earth weflB 
to combine in a }aw tp maHe it njtH 9n^ 
v^d. 

I am inow led to fpeak of a law* V^hieh 
I cannot mention, or even think, of, h<Kt 
with indignation, I mean 26 Qeo. {!• 
c. 33. in titled An A0 to prevent Qfandefr 
tine Marriages. — This l^w feems to j^e^ 
and I am by no m^eans fiogular* in my 
opinion of it, to go farther than any oth^r 
upon the fubjeft ever. wept, by flriiLing m 
the very terms pf it *t thie Divine infiitu- 

^ I have been credibly informed, that the late 
Duke of Bedford attemptea an abolition of the Mar^ 
riage-affs and that he Ipft a motion made in the 
Honfe of L^rdi for that pi»rpo£e.but by one i^oict* 
—My informant was prefefit at the time. 

tUn^ 
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tionf fo as to render it null and void to all 
intents and purpofes whatfoever^ if certain 
circumftances iaveated by the hyniaa le- 
gjUlature * are not complied with. As 
far as this law was meant to prevent clan^ 
deftine marriages^ from which, as the pre-., 
gmble fets forth, " great mifchiefs and in- 
convenieQces have arifen'^-^it was within 

the 

• • Among the R^manSf the Papian law d^lared 
thoie marriages illegal v^icb had been prohibited, 
fkXkii yet only Aibje^ed them to a penalty ; but a fe^ 
Hfitus confubfimy made at the inftance of the £m? 
peror Ja, AnUninus^ declared them void y there thea 
no loipger fiubfifted any fuch thing as a marriage^ 
wife J dowry y or hujb^nd. See Montefquieu^ Spirit of 
Laws^ Book xxvi. c. 13. By this it appears, that 
the heatkenifm of our Marriage-aSl \% by no means 
junpn^cedepted. To this another precedent may be 
^dded from the popijh council of Trent^ where, after 
many long arguments pro and con, clandejline 
fndrriages were ^ laft decreed to be null and vQtd* 
However,, this was by no means done unanimoufly, 
jn^tiy di^nted, and thought that the church had no 
authority in the matter, it being a divine^ not an 
human ordinance, and, according to a faying of Pope 
Innocent III. *^ not to he dijfohfd hy any power of 
man." When the day came for giving their voices 
fpr the decree (Nov. ;i, 1563) Cardinal Varmienfe 
would not be prefent, thinking the church had no 
authority in\the matter, and faying that if he were 
prefent, he /houJd be forced to declare, for the, fa- 
ti^faftion of his own confcience, that '* the fynod 
** had no power to make that decree^" Cardjnal 
Morone tixi^ that it pleafed him, if it . pleafed the 
pofe. Simonfta feid, yt did not pleafe him, but re- 
ferred 
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the jurifdiftion of the Icgiflature to ena<5t 
it; that is to fay, fo far as the matter 
related to marriage in the light of a civil 
contrast ; but when it makes the marriage 
null and void to all intents and purpofes 
whatfoevery fo as to releafe the parties from 
the bond of marriage^ with refpedt to each 
other in the fight of God (for nothing 
lefs can be underftood by thofe words) it 
puts afunder thofe whom God bath joined 
together^ and amounts to a repeal of the 
Jaw and ordinance of the Most High ; 
for, by this adt, parties who are actually 
married in the light of God, and in their 
own confciencesy are ittfree from each other 
— the man may abandon his wife^ the njoife 
leave her hujbandj and marry another man. 
Let not the hujband put away his wife^ 
I Cor. vii. II. and Let not the wife depart 
from her hujbafzdy but and if Jhe depart y let 
her remain unmarried^ ver. lo. ii. have 
now no place, where the inftitution of 
God is only concerned ; for it is not the 
ordinance of Gop, but complying with 

ferred himfelf to the Pope. Of the others, fifty-fix 
did abfolutely deny, and all the reft did approve it. 
See Brent, ffiji. of Coun, of Trent ^ fol. 671,783. . 
However, they declared clandeftine marriages . to 
have been true and lawful, fo long as the church 
(did not difallow them, and anathematized him wHo 
did .not hold them for fuch. lb. 784. — What trifling 
with God's law and men's confciences ! * ^ 

the 
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the terms of an a£i of parliaments which 
•makes a marriage^ and which faid terms 
•are not one * of them found in the Bible 
as conftituting marriage in xhc Jigbt of 

* It muft be allowed that Seft. lo. which con- 
jcerns the marriage of infants under age^ without con-- 
fent of parents an3 guardians J has fome authority from 
the (criptures, but it goes too far ; — the fcriptures 
give a power to the father of a woman^ being in her 
. father* s houfe in her youthy to vacate any vo\u flie 
made without her father's knowledge or conjint 
(Numb. XXX. 4, 5.) and of courfe any hetrothment or 
efpoufal which flie had entered into, per verba de 
futuro^ or de prafenti^ but could not vacate an 
aSfual marriage^ . the a£l which conftituted this, 
was irrevocably gone and paft. See before vol. i. 
p. 25- It is to be obferved, that the power over 
fvows was confined to fathers only^ and this only in 
the cafe of dajighters-^Qr to hufbands in the cafe 
of wivesy which laft fuperfeded all authority which 
could be derived elfewhere. See Numb. xxx. 6, 7. 
Gen. iii. j6. latter part. Gen. ii. 24. Pope Paul IV. 
made- a cpnftitution, ann. 1557, ^^^ marriages 
made by fons before the age of thirty, and of 
daughters before the age of twenty-five, without 
xronfent of father, or of him in whofe power they 
were, ibould be void. Brent, 4iijl. Counc* Trent^ 
407. The fame Pope fent a monitorie to Dame Joan 
of Arr agony wife of Afcanius Columndy that fhe fhould 
not marry any of her daughters without his leave^ 
pr if flie did, the m<itrimony, though coufummated^ 
fhould be void. lb. 740. Our law feems to quadrate 
exadtly with this papal monitorie y in afluming a power 
to vacate marriages, which are not made by leave of 
the parliaments even though confummated. Pope 
Paul's monitorie was a bold encroachment pn tfee; di- 
vine prerogative, but that of the Brittjh parliament 
was much piore fp ; — the firft refpefted the indi- 
viduals of ^, iingle family — the latter thofe of a 
^hole nation. 

7 pop. 
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God. If after the words " fuch mar- 
** riage fhall be null and void/' there had 
been added, ** as touching and concern- 
** ing fuch or fuch civil rights, privi** 
** leges, or immunities, given to mar- 
** ried perfons by any law, ftatute, or 
" cuftom of this realm," this might have 
fallen within the lineof i&«^/^^«jurifdi6:ion; 
but to affedt the divine injiitution itfelf^ fo 
as to make that null and void which God 
hath ratified bv faying — they Jball be one 
jUJh^ is a facrilegious attepipt to repeal 
the law of Heaven, juft as much fo as in^ 
terfering with any ^/i&^r ordinance of God» 
as to its validity^ unlefs adminiftered ac- 
cording to aSl of parliament. 

The Fopes of Rome have made very free 
with the laws of God, even to the ftrik- 
ing xhtfecond commandment out of the 
Decaloguey becaufe it bore a little too hard 
on the idolatry of the church of Rome} 
but inftead of one, we have ftruck out 
many of God's commandments -^W2u 
Gen. ii. 24. Exod. xxii. 16. Deat. xxii:. 
28, 29. becaufe clandejiine marriages bonp 
hard upon the pride and ambition of th? 
nobility and gentry. y. But to return to the 
main point- 
To illuftrate what has been faid oi> 
the.fubjeA of intermeddling with Gon'f 
entioances, let us ilippofe a czk-^Sap-!^ 
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S^m is a divine ordinance^ ordained^ both 
as tot\itJign and thing Jignijiedy by Christ 
according to \h^ prophecies of the OldTef- 
ftametii t . The words by which this ordinattcc 
was fet forth, are to be found Matt, xscviii* 
^9. Go ye therefore y and teach all nations^ bap^ 
iizing them in the name of the Fat her y and 
of the Sony and ^ the Holy Ghojt. This is 
the whole ordinance of bapttfmy and our 
church rightly declares— Can. xxx.— that 
** when the minijiery dipping the infant in 
** water, or laying water upon the face of 
it, hath prondunccd thefe words— J 
baptize thee in the namcy &c. the infant 
** is fully and perfedlly baptized, fo as the 
** ^g^ ^f f^^ (^^fi being afterwards ufed> 
** doth nothing add to the pcrfedion and 
^* virtue of baptifm ; nor, being omitted, 
•* doth detradl ♦ any thing from die ef* 
" fed and fubftance of it/'— Now 1« us 
fuppofe that minijlers ftiould fcruple to afe 
the Jign of the crofs in baptifmy that this 
fliould growfo general, as aJmoft to amount 
to an abolition of the ceremony ; this \k.^ 
ing complained of to the higher fiyweri^ 

* Why is this ? fiecauft the drdimtui 4f 

iaptifm is fimply that which 600 hath mgdi it. For 
the fame reafon, marriage is fimplf fitfr whic^ Gol» 
bath made it. Therefore no' additions of man's in- 
vention, or the want of them, can ftffcft the mar^ 
riagi union (any more than the baptifm) in Gox/$ 
fight. 

3 ^^7 
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they enadl a law for tlie rcftoration of ity 
in which is the following claufe — ** And 
** be it further enadted by the authority. 
** aforefaid, that no perfons who fhall be 
** baptized, not having the Jign of the 
** crofs made upon their foreheads, fhalt 
** be deemed or reckoned members of the 
** Chrijiian church, but fuch bapttfm fliali 
** be null and void to all intents andfurpo^ 
^^ fes wbatfoeverJ* Can any perfon, who 
has a true regard for the word and ordi- 
nances of God, maintain that fuch a 
law could in the leaft afFe6t the ftate and 
condition of a perfon fo baptized, before 
God, or that he would be, in the divine 
account, lefs a member of the chrijiian 
church becavife of fuch a law ? Would it 
not be a facrilegious attempt to alter 
God's own ordinance, and to make it 
fubjedt to the law and will of man, and as 
fuch to be defpifed and abhorred by all the 
faithful ? — Where then is the difference i 
—God is as exprefs and determinate as to 
the one marriage ordinance, as to the one 
ordinance oihaptifm : therefore by no rule 
of found reafon can it be proved, that 
both are not equally out of the reach oi 
human authority, fo as that man can 
neither add to nor diminijh from either, ki 
the fight of God. 

That human authority may order an 

outward 
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outward marriage ceremony , or a public 
haptifm, to be ufed or adminiftered at fuch 
a given time or place, I do not difpute ; 
nor do I doubt but thofe may be punifhed 
who tranfgrefs fuch order — but that fuch 
things can aflFeft the validity of a divhie 
wjiitutioriy with refpedl to itfelfy muft furely 
be denied by all who will allow God to 
have a fold exclulive jurifdiftion and 
authority over His own appointed ordi- 
nances* When therefore God fays that 
if a man lies with a virgin not betrothed, 
jhe Jhall be his ivife^ because he HATft 
HUMBLED HER^ he may not put her a^ay 
all his days^ which is but an explanatoi-j^ 
way of faying — they Jhall he me fejh — an 
human law which adds—" provided fuch 
" and fuch conditions be obferved, as 
^* banns or licence, otherwife fuch m^r- 
" riage ihall be null zndi void, to all intents 
*' and purpofes whatfoever (which is but 
" an explanatory way of faying they fhall 
" not be one fieJlS') is as palpable a de- 
iiial of God's injiitution, as to its validity^ 
as can well be conceived ; as alfo an ab- 
folute contempt of the words of Christ, 
in the conclufion which he drawg from 
the divine declaration — What God hath 
joined together let not man put a/under^ 
It would be a moft abfurd attempt, and 
what all the world befides would laugh 

at 
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it the ^Uament of Great Britain werfi 
v' t»^is aii aft to alter the laws of France 
A^ivi SfHiin ; but it is more abfurd, and 
>.>ihac wc ought to grieve at, becaufe it is 
\vKk.cJ, when men ena<a laws which in 
chvii aim and tendency would alter or re- 
LKjal the fixed, eftablifhed, and immutable 
)a'ws of heaven. 

The folemnity of that fort of engage- 
ment which the fcriptures call betrothingy 
infomuch that it was death to defile a be-- 
trothed virgin y was held in great venera- 
tion in the church of Ifraeh^ fo was it 
amongft us antecedently to what is called 
the Marriage-aSii 26 Geo. II. — our ec-- 
c/efiajical coxxrU* would have compelled 

the 

• When I mention eccUJiqftical courts^ I would not 
be underftood to mean that even their biing and ef- 
taiUj^mentiu of any divsm rights much lefs their y». 
ri/di^tM and pvaeiings ; they certainly were the in- 
ventions of tnc Pofes of Rome^ as inftruraents and 
ejcecutioners of their oppreffion and tyranny over the 
perfons, properties, confciences, and lives of man- 
kinA I their jurifdi&ion in matrimonial a£Fairs was 
finally fettled by the council ofTrent^ which decreed, 
that «« If any fay, that matrimonial caufes do not be- 
•' long to ecclefiaftical judges, hi him be accurfed.^* 
— See BnnU Hijl. of Coune. of Trent. 784. This 
horrible and antichriftian decree (for no trace of 
fuch ' a thing is to found in the fcripture) bears 
^te ann. 1563, about three hundred years after 
-Pops hifiocent til. had thrown the ordinance of mar^ 
ria^0 48 ixfacrament into the hands of tht priej:. 



Iblemnizatioii of a marrmge Cd toiit^a^G^ 
by ve^iiz de ftituro or n)erbd de prajentt 
^but more, efpecially v^hefe ft became ai 
ftiati'riage de fdSlo by carnal knowle^^e) ia 
facie kcdejia ; but au ihls is Aow fet afide, 
ahrd the rnoft fotemn conit^Qt that can ,be' 
entered into betw6eh the parties, . fignLfiei 
jpoft nothing at all ; Aey may fii^f fake eacli 
othci^- jufl: a$ they pleafe, for it is ena<^ed,^ 
fhat, ** iii no cafe whdtfaever, iliatl any 
'* fuit or proceeding be had m any kcle-^ 
** fdjiical court ill order t6 compel a cfler 
^ tirati6ii of i>/y hiarriage \w facie ^cclfji(^% 
** by reafon of any c6ntra£t of njatrimony 
** ^)^haffbevef , whether fer "verba de prce--. 
^ feiiti; ot njerbd de futuro^ 2Xiv law or 
^ ufage to' tlie contrary notwithuanding/* 
Here; we riiay fay, is a coH^ de grace^ 
^v6n to thfe' fmair remains of female fecu^^ 
/7/j/wliJcli ha\l' b66h £referved * in our 
law; for n\)^, let the contra^* be what it 

* Prorifiifes of marriage to a womahV have. In all 
well-regulated ftatcfe, been oonfidered zk fa&ed^ and- 
the bres^ch^f ^thfii)) p6nifli^ by a variety of. methods** 
Th,^ (rujfian laws do Dot endeavour fp much to 
piiiiiift'the breach" of ptomile^ as to enforce the p^r- 
fohh^fce of it— whibh* they' dci by religfoiis. adrrio- 
liti9P$»'l>y imprifonment, by a fine of half the man's* 
fortune,: or' ^ cert;ainpart of his^ailyjabourji .9r^ jf 
he runs/a>^ay toy avoid the. marriage,, by ^marrying. 
mt woman to hiiti ty * prt•o5^y^* ana allowing her a 
iMJntenmce.oitt\of his. effedls.^^See Alexander' t 
flift. Wom. vol. ii, p. 268. 

Vol. IL £ may^ 
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mayy the injury arifing from the breach of 
it ever fo great, the confequences to the 
enticed virgin ever fo horrible, it is out of 
her power even to aim at that juftice 
which the law of God fo pofitively com- 
mands to be done. This a^ oi parlia^ 
ment^ taken all together, amounts to a re- 
peal and utter abolition of the law of 
God, almoft in every point where mar- 
riage is concerned. Firft — as to betroth^ 
mentf which I take to anfwer, in fomc 
meafure at leaft, to what we call a con- 
traft per verba de future^ as where the maa. 
fays—** I will take you to be my wife/* 
and the woman fays — ** I will take you to 
** be my hufband." This was held fo fa- 
cred by the ordinance of God, and per- 
fons thus contracted J were in God's ac- 
count fo bound to each other, that a 
defilement of the betrothed woman was 
reckoned the defilement of a mans wife. 
Deut. xxii. 23, 24. Nor could fuch a 
woman contract marriage with any other 
man— Exod. xxii, 16. Deut. xxii. 28. — 
of courfe the man who had betrothed the 
woman was bound, and therefore com- 
pellable by the law, to c^xvy fuch a fon^ 
tra& into execution. On this principle 
our ecclefiafiical courts proceeded, til| the 
parliament tied up their hands, and took 
the bufinefs of marriage into their own^ 

5 ^»/ 



dfiy taw (eithef of God or ihah) or ufagetd 
the contrary notwithjianding. 

EJpoufal — 1 take to anfwdf,- in fome 
degree^ to our contract per verba de frix^ 
fmtij as wheh the man fays to thd woman 
— ** \ do take thee to be my wife," and the 
Woman fays — " I do take thee to be my 
•* hufband/'— ^If the betrothtnehi by words 
in xh^ future tenfe amounted in God'6 fight 
to fo folemn and binding a contradb, a 
cdntraft Ofifin^ from words in the prefeht 
tenfe ^ muft, if poflible, be more Jo ; for 
this is the other contradl fo far executed''^ 
therefore, d fortiori^ the ecclejiajiical courts 
would compel the pat-ties to a public re- 
cognition of this contraft in t\i^ face of 
the church i but this is alfo (tt afide^ arid 
made tiUll and *uoid fo all intents and pur^ 
pcfes whatfoever* 

But farther-*-w<irr/^^^ itfelf, which, ac- 
cofdihg fd the Bible^ is the confummation 
of the whole by carnal knowledge^ which 
makes the parties in the fight of God, and 
by His pofitive command^ onefejh^ even 
this fignifies no moi*e than the others — our 
ecclefiqfticdl courts heretofore called thi$ by 
its right name, a marriage defaSlo'-'^x infaSl 
•—and fo they well mighty for it is the only 
ordinance of marriage which God ever r^-^ 
vealed : — where this happened, divorce or 
putting away was forbidden—^ man fl^all^ 

E 3 forfake 
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forfnk^. Jalher andmuber^ end cUact t§ tig 
vjfe^ and they Jkall be Cfu feJb—JFbat tkr^ 
j^e Cod batb jcimd together^ htnstnuai 
put a/under. But wc may fay of aU iheib 
bonds, M wa» faid of thcjevoi green wttia 
wherewith Sam/on was bound — Judges, 
xvi« 8, 9.— that as a />6r^4^ ^/^w isbr^tok 
iifbitt it towbetb tbe fn, fo were * /^ 
broken. 

* A flagrant inftance of this appeared ia the yeat 
1772 1 when ** a cauic of great confequence was de- 
** trrmined in DoShrs Commons^ and a marriage tfaat- 
*< had been foUmnixid in the church, by licence^' 
^* and conjummaud^ was declared »«// tf;?^/ tWW^ int 
•* ( onformity to a daub in the marriage-aSt. It ap- 
•• pcarcd that the huftand had obtained the /r>^«r/, 
** ny fwearing that the perfon, for whom the licence'' 
•• wan rr<|.ijircd» was of ^r^ wher^-flie was not«" Sek^. 
(knt, Mag;, for 1772, n. iij.9. The writer of which. 
ol»(rrvi?i— thsit ** to baftardize the iflue of fuch mar- 
•* riii|^cii, fcrniH to have fomething in it repugnant ta» 
** the facrcd inAitution." This is a mild way of 
ccufuiiiig, fu tmf\firouiy fo whkidy fo diabolical a fexi'- 
inicci wiruh can hardly, be outdone by the churA of 
/f#iw# itftllV The jndgi who pronounced it could not 
da uchfiwill^ being bound in his deciiion. bv the 
ihuft in ti)« marrini:i*49il'^hMt what a law mult that. 
br» whiih ieud» to iwora:^ a vinculo matrimtniiythok^ , 
who by the /</w of hiuv^u are indiflblubly ^m/iZ/tf-: 

lift Huy niMU produce, if he can, a more palpable: 
#>yi«uV«^ HMMr /(Ai/t^ a uiorc dwng anHihilatian of the 

(^t^Htivi a^mm^tHyU of God— a more evident defiance 
iurlf\f at the oivink iawoiyer hims£LF ! Yet this 
Uvf\ thi^ %\try /«ms under which an intiiuty of fuch 
li'jliunv\^ vxt di^uicv nuY be pK>nounced» mil is fuf* 
t^ivd tv* iuMJU, wid hvJvi it» #tf«jp<>4P over the myvaE, • 

If 
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If thefe matters above mentioiied werfe 
overlooked, or not fufficieritly confidered, 
at the time of the paffing of the aSty it is 
highly proper that thfey ihtould now be 
confidered, and the aft repealed, at Icafl: 
be * materially altered from its prcfent 
iUtepf direift oppofition to the word and 
"willoi God* , 

How the law flood before the paflGing 
this aSl of parliament J may be gathered 
from the following fhort cife, 2 Salk. 438, 
apd cited by Dr. Burny Eccl. Law, Tit. 
JMarriageyi^. 30. Wigmores cafe. Holtj Gh.J. 
iaid — ** By the canon law, a contrad: f& 
•* Verba'de prafenii is 2l marriage — fo is a 
•* contra£t per verba defuturOf if the con- 
'^ traft be executed, and he taite her ; this 
** IS a marriage y and they cannot punijhfor 
^^ fornication^ bmt only for not folemmz- 

♦ Dr. Alexander y after obifcrving the pains which 
were taken to promote marriage among the Ro-- 
mansy fays — " It has generally be^n thought fuf- 
** ficient to ftain, with fotti€ (fegree of in&ny and 
^' diflK)nour, all kinds of illkk^ conne£liQn between 
*• the fexes, to make the way to the enjoyment of 
^' lawful love as eafy and acceffible as poiuble, and 
** to tnift the reft to nature. In this hft r^ftjcil the 
** EngVift) legillature feems of late to Have afied con- 
^* ttary to the common maxim, aftd^ thrown a variety 
^ of raftacles in the. way of matrimony ; btit fliould 
^* -decreafe of peoj^k be the confequeiVGe, thiaft body, 
y it is prefumablc, are too wife to perfitt in a volun- 
!»• tary prrot." Vol, ii. p. 245— 246. 

E 3 '' ing 
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^^ ing the marriage according to the forms 
^* prefcribed by law, but not so as to 

^* DECLARE THE MARRIAGE VOID." 

We have feveral-ftatutes ag^inft clandef- 
tine marriages ; as 6 and 7 Will. III. c. 6 ; 
7 and 8 Will. III., c. 35 ; jo Ann, c. 195 
alfo ecclefiajlical laws, as Gan. 62, 63; 
but no law till 26 Geo. II. ever prefumed 
to *i;^^/^ the contradt between the parties, 
or to declare the marriage null and void to 
all intents and purpofes wbatjoevery eveH 
though the ceremony itfelf was not red, al5 
in IVigmores cafe ; where, though the huf- 
band had a licence from the bijhop to mar- 
ry, yet Wigmore^ being an Anabaptijij mar- 
ried the woman according to the forms of 
his own religion. 

I cannot think of the marriage^oHy as it 
is called — though it may more properly be 
ft}'led the anti^-marriage ^—without rei» 
colledting Horaces 

Nil mortaljbu^ arduum eft 
C^lum ipfum petiinus ftultitia. 

No work too high fir marfs audacious pride^ 
Our fitly wouQ attempt thejkies. 

To Ae cafe above mentioned, I will add 
a tranfcript jfrpm Dr. Burn, Eccl. Law, 
tit. Marriage, p. 17. that the reader may 
be ftill farther convinced of our departure 
from that reyerence towards the divine 
fawp which our ecclejiaflical courts once 
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had It in their power to fhew— ** Hereto- 
fore, if any having contradted matri- 
mony de prafentif and being convented 
before the ecclejiajiical judge, did refufe 
** to execute the fentence given by him to 
** celebrate the matrimony accordingly; 
^' after lawful admonition given in that 
'^ behalf, he or fhe fo refufing might for 
** their contumacy therein be excommu- 
.**. nicated, and be imprifoned on a writ de 
** excommunicato capiendo^ until he or flie 
^* did fubmit to obey the monition of the 
*^ ordinary in that behalf. 

V But as for perfons who had contrad:ed 

** fpoufals defuturoj if either of them did 

** refufe to perform their promife, the judge 

*' was not to proceed to ^t Jignificavit into 

** chznc^ryiovznexcommunicatocapiendoyhut 

** rather to abfolve that r^f/?// party which 

** contemned the cenfures of the church, 

** albeit there be no caufe of favour, but 

^* for fear of further mifchief, by * com- 

^* pelling them to go together which did 

^* hate one another : yet was not this fro- 

** ward party to be thus difmiiled, biit 

•* was to fuffer penance for the breach of 

^* his promife : nor was he or fhe to be 

^* difmiflcd or abfolved, if thofe fpoufaU 

* This was fomething like Mofes*% fufferance of 
divof:ci a^lOng the Jews^ for the bardmfs rf their 
kfarts. 

^4 ''d( 
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V defvturo^ by rcafon oi carnal knowledge^ 
.** or fome other aSi equivalent, did be- 
•f COME MATRIMONY ; fof in that cafc^ 
•' as in the former, where fpoufids were 
*f contradled de preefenti^ the dtfobedient 
** party was to be excommumcated, appre- 
r** tended, and mprifiined, and not to be ai^ 
y fohed or releafed before fatisfadtion, or 
f ^ death, or other juft caufe of divorce. 

f^ But now, by 26 Geo. II. c. 33. no 
f* fuit or proceeding ihallbehad in any 
** ecclcfiajiical CQurt^ in order to compel k 
** celebration of any marriage in facie ec^ 

V ckfia^ whether per verba de prajenti^ or 

V per verba de fuiuro^ which fhall be en- 
?.* tered ipto after March 25, 1754.** 

Such "was the law— fuch is the law— ^ 
VW) as contrary to the law of God, as it 
was once conformable td it ; for as far a's 
^he ecclefiaJUcal courts went, they adted con- 
formably to the divine law ; but they did 
not proceed, unlefs there appeared fome 
C.Qntra(9: jo^r verba de futuroj or per verba 
de prafentii whereas God's law, more 
extiniively calculated to preferve ihe j^- 
male fex from fedudion and ruin, deter- 
mined the carnal knowledge of a virgin^ in' 
aU.Q^Ssiy to *• amouift td matrimony^' where 
ihe vj2iS not betrothed to another^ and com- 
jSellcd the public recognitipri of it, fey the 
drily meins- whereby, in' thofe days,' Jucli' 
recognition feems to have been made, tnat 
^ ^ is 
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is to fay, by the payment of the *inp or 
dowry into the hands of the father, (fee 
Exod. xxii. 17. Deut. xxii. 29.) nioft pro- 
bably in th^e prefencq of witnejjes ; which 
feems to have been the cafe in all public 
tranfadions among thp ^ews. See ^utb 
iv.' 9, 10, II. If. viii. 2. . Jer. xxxii. 10, 
12, 25, 44. 

So that though betrothing or ej^oujak 
might, and in moft cafes, as amoqg us, 
did, go before marriage^ and create a fo- 
lemn contradt betweep the parties 1 yet 
where this was not the cafe, the man's 
taking pofleffion of the woman s per/on, 
though he had never feen her before that 
inftant, created the indiffolubl? bond of 
marriage between them in the fight, of 
Goj> ; as appears, Deur. xxii. 28, 29. The 
reafon there given is, becaufe he had 
HUMBLED HER. W^^^^^^^ we mjftajkc thc 
betrothment or efpoufah for the marriage it- 
felf, and fuppofe, ^hat where thefe are not, 
there marriage is npt: but the contrary 
appears in the paflage (?i Deuferonomy^hoyj^ 
cited. . In the very nature of things it 
muft be fo, otherwife a lejfer contraift by 
words is of higher validity than a greater 
hy deed, and the promife of the wpman's 
perfon more binding dian the aShfit pof- 
feffion of it; which, thp* zjolecifrn. ch?ir^- 
able on human fyft?n?s relating to mar-, 
riage, cannot be chargeable- on thofe which 
are the contrivances of infinite wifdom. The 
2 more 
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more wc. examine the former, the more 
ihall we difcover of the leaven of the Pba- 
rifeesj who made the word of God of none 
^e£i through their traditions. — The more 
we examine the law of God, the more 
/hall we be apprized of its harmony and 
confiflency witji itfelf, as well as with the 
peace, good order, and welfare of human 
ibciety ; more efpecially with regard to its 
care and watchful nefs over thofe who ftand 
moft in n.eed of its prote<^ion, xhtweakerfex^ 
which, as matters are now ordered, feeni 
of lefs value than the beajis of the f eld. — If 
a man goes into his neighbour's field, and 
wilfully maims or wounds his cattle, it is 
felony without benefit of clergy; but to 
feduccj and debauch his daughter, and then 
to look upon himfelf as free from all legal 
obligation to marry her, is the grand pri- 
vilege which he finds annesfed to our re- 
peal of the laws of Heaven* As 'for the 
fufFerer, if ihe be poor, fo that her main- 
tenance depends upon her character, this 
being gone, fhe muft ftarve for want of en>- 
ployment, or plunge herfelf into the depthi 
of profl^tution to get food and raiment. 
. With regard to the bufinefs of clajid^r 
tine marriages, how far thpy are or are not 
** mifchievous or inconvenient to the king-^ 
** dom^' may admit of much doubt; much 
may be faid on both fides of the queftion ; 
l^ut I cannot help thinking with the learned 

Judge 
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-Jvdg^BIaciJione, who thus exprefles himfetf 
on the fubjeft, vol. i. 438. ^ar. E^//?— !• 
^^ Reftraints upon marriages, efpecially 
^* amongft the lower clafs, are evidently 
-^*- detrimental to the public, by hindering 
'•* the increafe of people; and to r</^ 
^* gion and morality, by encouraging //V^- 
^* tioufnefs and debauchery among the finglc 
^* * of both fexes, and thereby deftroying 
^' one end of fociety and government^ 
f^ which h'—concu6itu probil^ere n^ago^^'^^ 
It is befide my purpofe to enter deeply in^ 
to the confideration of this law in a tcm-» 
poral view ; but it hardly can be fupppfed 

* I am afraid, that what this learned and excellent 
ivriter here obferves, is not to be confined to Uawi* 
tioufnefs zni debauchery Txaon^ fingk perfom only; for 
the marriage' a6t^ by throwing the inclinations of 
children and wards, as well as their perfons, under 
the abfpliute pawer of parents and guardians till tb^ 
zge of iuueffiy- one J has, in many inftances, proved fatal 
t6 their future peace. I cannot exprefs my meaning 
better, than in the words of the ingenious Marquts 
pi Beccaria^ in his Effay on Crimes and PuniJhmentSy 
C.31. "CoNjuGAf. FiDEi^ixy," faith Ife, ''isalwayj 
** greater, in proportion as marriages are more ««- 
** merous and lefs difficult. But when the intereft or 
^^ pride of families, or paternal authority, not the 
^' inclination of the parties, unite the lexes, galr 
** lantry foon breaks the flender ties, in fpite of com- 
** mon moralifls J who exclaim againft the effeft, whil^ 
'• they pardon the caufe." 

I much doubt, whether every fefSons of parlia- 
ment, for fome years paft, has not afforded melan-» 
choly proofs of the truth with which the noble Mi^ 
fdne/e made tl;ie gbove o}>fervation« . 



r 60 ] 

io increafc marriage, unkfs in the par^^ 
regifiers, by many perfons mwrying in the 
parifh churches and chapels, becaufe they 
cannot marry elfcwhere. Doubtkfs num-« 
bcrs there are who would have married 
elfewhere, but now never marry at aH^ 
hecaufe their peculiar eircumftances or ii- 
tuations imay be fucb, as to prevent theif 
compliance with the terms of the aSt ; ma- 
fky of which are moft probably hurried by 
4heir paflions into fomething worfe than a 
tbmdejiine marriage. 

That ingenious foreigner Mr. de Lolme^ 
in his Exairnn P'bilofophique des loix relatives 
aux Marriage, ch, 4. and 5. proves, that 
*♦ every obftacle to marriage is a vice in 
'^ governmeiit, and an injunr to the rights 
" of citizens." Under this fte^ he fhews, 
that the ♦* Englifli a<a of pailianaent of 
^ 1753, is contrary to the lawt)f nature,** 
ajid explains the rcafons of that truly Pa^ 
trician a£t. 

The paffing fuch a law as this, in a 
maritiiiXie and commercial ijand, whofe 
external ftfength, by which it can annoy 
its numerous enemies, and whofe internal 
ftrengrth., by which it is to defend itfelf 
againft tb^ir invafions, muft depend on 
the numbers of its people-, i& furely a cai- 
pitgl filecifpt in our political fyftem. TThe 
jiwfei: Heathens took every raeafurd they 
could, to difcomage €]d(ibacy> t0 pircuxioto 
f . marriage^ 



[ 6i 3 

marriage^ and^^ of courfe^ to increaie the 
numbers o£ their ,peoDie. P/afo Jays it 
downy that in a wel^ordered republic, 
the £rfl' coniideration ihouid be to titake 
laws for the promotion* of marriagfi, tHat 
every one fhould ifiMry^ not merely; ta 
pleafe himfejf, but as a benefit to fSi^ 
public; thereifore he would have cvqrji{ 
unmarried^mah punifhed annually by a ^tf 
of £6 many drachma y and: ibme mark'oi^ 
infamy, who lived to thirty years of' agei 
without marrying. De LL. lib. vi. Ly^ 
curgus^ the &f^rtan lawgiver^ woufd not 
admit unmarried men. to the public games^ 
ipedlaclcs,: and.feaftsw Plut. in I^ycur^ 
aiad an a^5tion^ was giycn againft thofe wha 
did not n&ar47 atall, or too late to fiave 
children* , Among the Romdnsy they were 
liable to a mark of ignominy or dilgraice 
fet on theaa? by the Cenjbrs. Val. Max. 
lib. ii. Cw 9.^ .Augujim rejedted the tefla- 
ment of a: man who^ died' under a rfate of 
celibacy* lb. lib. vii. c. 7* On the otjier 
haixd> married men (efpecially thofe who 
had children) had many privileges— they* 
were exen^ted from being fent on embaf- 
fies^ andjg^h^ the fii;fl voice in all publie 
decrees^ or fentences* In any canvalSng. 
or making: in tereft for' magiftracy, or any- 
other offic?,, the number of children which* 
af man* .had>. was confideired as a very preva- 
lent' recommendation. Appian. lib. ii. de 

Bell. 
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Bell. Civ. In all the public theatres, th^y 
were feated in an honourable pJlace. Suet^ 
Auguftus was for their receiving prefents 
every year. They were exempt amottgf 
the Spartans from keeping watch, if they 
had three children i ifj^e, from all public^ 
offices whatfoever. Herod. 1. iii. The like? 
privileges were among the Ramans^ with 
refpedt to the tutela and curatela — ward- 
ships and guardianfhips— from the burden 
of which a man was exempted at Rome^ if 
he had three children — in any other part 
of Italy^ if he had four — and in all the 
provinces, if he had five. Inftit. lib. i* 
tit. 25. Athenceus fpeaks.of a feftival, at 
which the women laid hold of all the old 
batchelors they could find, and dragged 
them round an altar, beating them with 
their fifts. 

Many more inftances might be men- 
tioned, to fhew what all wife ftates have 
thought on the fubjed of marriage ; that 
it was the means of enriching them with 
people, and therefore all encouragement 
was given to it : whereas we have, by a^ 
of parliament^ narrowed, in many in- 
ftances, its bounds within the circle of 
family pride, and perfonal avarice; and 
in order to this, have laid difficulties in 
its way which are infuperable to thoufands^ 
who might otherwife have contributed 

their 
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their portion of increafe to the publii? 
riches. 

I have el fe where mentioned the late 
J^uke oiBedford\ motion for a repeal of the 
marriage-adt — fl/V Grace ipake near thre^ 
hour^ upon the fubjeft, and, in the courfe 
of his Ipeech, expatiated much on the 
preference. which is given to private incli- 
nation^ humour, pride, and caprice, be-^ 
yond public utility-^*' The riches of thisi 
^ as of every country," faidhe, *' are the 
** ^^(?^/(?.— The grand objedl, Mrhich we 
f * are ■ to confider, is this — the. law in 
'* qucftion, by being reftriiftive of mar- 
^* riage, muft in courfe be reftridtive of 
** population.— What is the confideration 
*^ of this or that individual, where the 
welfare of the public, which is chiefly 
promoted by the increafe of the people, 
is at ftake ? I have a daughter" (mean- 
ing the prefent amiable Duchefs of Marl-^ 
borough) ^^ who is defervedly my delight ; 
^* any misfortune which could happen to 
her by an imprudent or unfuitable mar- 
riage, would be a mofl fenfible afflic- 
tion to me; but,'* faid the noble fa-- 
trioty " what is this to the public ? What 
is it to the public whom (he may many 
—or whom any body's daughter or fon 
may marry? Population is the grand 
point to be confidered with refpeiS to 
the public; therefore an Aft, which 

** makes 
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•* makes puBIic utility fubfervient to thtf 
•* mere confideration of preventing here? 
** and there a private inconvenience, is an 
•* impolitic, an injurious, a mifchievoii* 
** law ; it ought never to have been made, 
•* it ought now to Be repealed." 

This is pretty near the fubftance of what' 
was reported to me to have been the con- 
clufion of bis Graces fpeech on the occa- 
fion. However, his motion was loft by' 
Me fingle voice. He faid, that '^ he fhould 
*' make it again the next year''— ^but, be- 
fore that time, he went o.ut of admini- 
ftration, and he drbpped his intention,' as 
perhaps having little hope of fuccecding.asi 
a private Lord in oppofition, after having 
failed v^hile in public office. 

Whatever may be the fupp6fed ill con- 
fiqucnCcs of clandcJHne marriages^ however 
•* mifchicvbus or inconvenient to the! king- 
•^ dam** they may, in fome inffances, 
hnvc l>(Jen found, yet no mifch'ief or in*- 
convehtt?nt'C could pdffibly arife from them, 
which" might not have been obviated with- 
out intrenching on God's prerogative, 
^^Mthollt rtt lacking the validity of His holy 
t^rdinutu Tf«. 'ITic li^ty-fecond cOnon pro- 
hPlMrh •* n\ini{lcrii from folemni^ing ma- 
•• tihiusny without Hci-nce or barms y of at 
•• liny iitlirf tin\Cf5 than between eight an(J 
•• iwtIvo \\\ tht forenoon'' — ^the'hrt«:h of 
\\\\^ iv/w« !!» attended AviHi thc'^^ftt^ehfioii 

" of 
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*• of the ©ffeftdin^ ttttfeiftfef forthtcc f^s 
•• i^ofam,'' but it does iK)t offer to affbft 
fhfe t«M?j^ erf ffie cohtraa bfet^tt the 
|>artfes. The 6th ahd 7th of W. HI. c. 6. 
^rdaifiii ft beftilfy on the tnitiiffer for mar- 
tyXiig without licence or banns, of offe 
hundred pound*> and for thfe fccofid of- 
fence to be fuf^hdcd, ab bffith tt hktieHdd^ 
fbl- threi years. By tht 7th and 8th of 
W. III. c. 35. the penalt^^ of One hun- 
dtifcd pounds is extended to eveiy offence of 
th« mini(lei^> liltewife ten pounds is laid 
t)h e^ery ifiian who is married without banks 
or Ut^ii. The loth of Ahne, c. 19. hlafe 
a claiife to pirivent dafidejiine ntartiagts, 
aiifd lays one hundred pounds on the mi- 
hifter-^aiid if fuch marriage ht folemnized 
in Any gaol, by atiy minifter who is a pri- 
foner thire, one hundred pounds upoii 
him, arid one hundred pounds upon the 
gaoler fufering the marriage to be folem- 
ni*ed in the prifon without banns or H-^ 
Cence. — ^Thefe were reirenue afts, ahd only 
atteckfed clandeftine marriages with a view 
W the duties payable oh licences ; but ftrll 
thty keep clear of calling in queftron the 
vAfidity of the marrtage, xVhercfoe^rer or 
ht)Wfoever folemnized. This was referred 
for the 46th of Geo. IL c. 33. which, as 
has befen obferved^ is levelled at the va- 
lidity of the ordinance itfelfy if not admi- 
nifttred as thefein rtqoired. To prevent 
ckmdejiint fnaf^ridges by punishing the mi- 
Vol. II. F nijier. 
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ni^er^ cither by pecuniary or even corporal 
ptmiihtnent^ or to lay a fine on the parties 
To married, would not have exceeded the 
authority of the legiilature, any more than 
by interfering in any other matter of out- 
. ward order and decency ; but when they 
declare— ;/«ri6 marriage null and void^ to all 
intents and purpofes wbatfoever^ fo as utter- 
ly to diflblve the contract between the 
parties^ they interfere with God's own 
immediate ordinance, which mortals have 
no right to do. Human legiflators may 
have power over ecclefiajlical perfons, to 
provide that they difcharge their office, 
but have no power themfelves to inter- 
fere in holy things.. When King Heze^ 
kiah began the reformation of the Jewijh 
church, and brought in the priejis and 
Levites^ and gathered them together, and 
gave them order to execute their office, he 
did lawfully and rightly. But when King 
Uzziah himfelf attempted to burn incenfe 
before the Lord, thus interfering with 
the appointed ordinance of God, which 
made it only lawful for the priejis tbefons of 
Aaron to burn incenfe, he did wrong, he 
exceeded his own authority, and ufurped 
the authority of God, and God ftruck 
him with leprofy to the day of his death. 
Qomp. 2 Chr. xxix. 4, 5. with zChr. 
xxvi. 169 6cc. 

2 If. the parliament were to lay a duty 
..the regifter 'of every bapttfm, and, 

in 
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in order to feclire it, were to lay a penalty 
on every minijlef regiftering a baptifm oil 
unftamped parchment, they would have 
authority foto do ; but if they went on; 
and faid, that '* all baptifm Jo rvgiftered 
** fhould be null and void to alHrttelxts and 
*' purpofes whatfoever, fo that children fo 
** regiftered fhould be no members df the 
*' Chrijiian church," fuch a law would be as 
abfurd and fhbcking as the marriage-a^ 
is, but not at all a greater infult upon tha 
divine ordinance of baptifm^ than this is 
upon the divine ordinance of marriage. 

So with regard to the ho'R'D's Jupper, 
if an adt was made that for greater decency 
and order in the adminiftration thereof, 
the minifter fhould give notice on the Sun- 
day before, upon a penalty of £. 5 for 
every omiffion ; no doubt the parliament 
might make fuch a law ; but if the aft 
went on and faid, that " where any per- 
** fons fhall receive the ^rr^;^^;?/ from the 
'* hands of any niiniflerwho hath neglefted 
** to give fuch notice aforefaid, fuch re- 
** cciving fhall be null ^mdivoid to allin-^ 
*' tents and pUrpofes whatfoever, and no 
** benefit accrue to the receivers thereby" 
— how would fuch a law as this be dif- 
tinguifhable, in point of folly and impiety, 
from the aSl which we have been confider- 
ing ? No diflindtion in thefe refpefts can 
be fairly made^ till it csil) be proved, th^t 
the facrament of tjhe Lord's /upper is an 
F 2 appoiuXfed. 
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appointed ordinance of Gov, but that the 
ordinance of marriage is not* In the mean 
time, I muft profeis my faith to be, that 
the parliament of Great Britain had no 
more a right to pafs the marriage^a&y In 
its prefentform, than it had to pafi an afl 
]to * repeal the ten commandments. 

I don't mean, by any thing I have faid, 
to put minifterSf in the bufinefs oi Jolemniz- 
ing marriages^ on the fame footmg with 
priefts under the law of Mofes^ with re- 
fi;ard to the ceremonial ordinances ; thef^ 
lafl: were ordained and appointed of God to 
thofe fervices, which fhadowed forth good 
things to come ', but it does not appear, that 
cither the priejis under the Old Teftament, 

• We can hardly read over the impious decree of 
Darius the king of Perfia^ which is recorded Dam 
vi. 7. without fhuddering.— To make ay?tf/«r/, that-* 
^^ whofoever ihall aflc a petition of anv God or man, 
** for thirty days, fave of the king, he mall be caft inw 
** the den of lions" — was an attack on the crowA 
and dignity of the Divine Majeftf^ horrible to eon* 
ceive.— But by what logic can it be proved, that the 
Mido'PerJian monarch had not as much right to do 
this, as a Britijb legijlaiure to invent impediments to 
marriage J which are unknown to the fcriptures \ tf% 
make that rmH and vaidy which God'& law ratifies 
and confirms ^ and thus to put thofe afunder^ whom 
theexprefs command of the Most High indifTolu- 
hlymns together? However ignorance may be plead- 
ed in excufe of the poor idolatrous Heathe»-^thl§ 
but aggravates our guilt ; for we have the oracles of 
God committed to us^ and to be ignorant of their 
contents, is of itfelf a great crime— difrcgarding 
them ftill a ORBATS&^-aiSing in oppofition to them 

GRB ATEST of all ! 

; - or 
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Qr the uf^ks or ^iher minijiers itoder the 
New Teftament, were ever employed ia 
marrying people (as it is calJed) or had any 
thing to do in the matter. Marriage wat 
apppintedj and its eflentials iettled, be- 
fore there was a prieji^ of cbur^bg or cere-- 
mwy io much as mentioned, wherefore 
nothing of this kind can be wanting to 
Hs completenefs and perfection in th^ 
fight of Cop. The iaterierence oipriefis^ 
aisd the appokntmetit of a fet fonn of 
words to be read Over the parties by that 
friejlp afe purely erf* human^ and compa- 
sattvely (as I Qi?3L\ fliew in the fequel) of 
Hiodera ifwefttion^ therefore can have no 
9Bore effed upon the Mvme ordinance itfelf^ 
as between God and the parties^ than 
the other httx»an inventions of fervices 
for the kurial (jf the dead^ and the admi^ 
n^ratim of ^^fi^cramentSy can have upon 
theji^tf/^ ^ftbe deady or on the vnHdity of the 
fa^ramentSy to thofe who receive them : if 
it were otherwife, the efficacy of God's 
ordinances no longer depend on Jlis ap-- 
pointment, but on the wiH (sf man. A 
fafifl may be brought to believe that the 
validity of the /Mr amen t depends on the 
iMfenticm of the prie^ ; but to believe this, 
is not ^ greater error, than to believe that 
any ordinance of God whatfoevcr depends 
on any thing elfe, as to its validity and 
f^a€y\ but the mind and will of God as 
r^ealed in His word :— If he has faid 

F 3 they 
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they Jhall be onefiejh — it is not for man -to 
fay they Jhall nof'-^if He has thus Joined 
them together y it is not for man to put tbet^ 
ajunder. 

Now, to apply what has been faid to 
the fubjed: of this chapter, it will be nc- 
ceflary for us to keep the ideas of mar- 
riage, as it is a divine ordinance with re- 
fpedt to God, and as it is a civil contraB 
with refpedt to the public, diftind: in our 
minds. It is thtjirji only which confti- 
tutes the indiflbluble union in God's fight, 
but it is the fecond which recognizes and 
ratifies that union in the fight of the 
world ; and this is a fort of fecurity which ' 
(as fo much depends upon it with refpc<ft 
to fociety) the world has a right to require, 
confequently to exact, and thofe who 
wilfully refufe to give it, deferve to lofe 
every privilege and benefit which are 
annexed to it. Were the confciences of 
men what they ought to be, the fear and 
love of God would reign within them, 
and a ftridt obfervance of His command- 
ments be the meafure and rule of all 
their dealings towards God arid each 
other. But in this corrupt ftate of things 
this is not the cafe, therefore human laws 
are neceflary to enforce the divine law, in 
no inftance, perhaps, more necefTary than 
in the cafe before us. If no contradt of a 
public nature was infifted upon, but all 
left to the private agreements and deter- 
minations 
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minatioTi'S between the parties, men might 
take women, and wofmerl men, and keep 
or put one another away as humour or 
fancy fuited ; — the woman who was the 
wife of A. to day, might become the wife 
•ofB. to-morrow; in (hrort, it is impoffiblfe 
to conceive^ much more fo to expre/s, the 
tonfufion which muft enfue on fuch a 
pjan- Therefore, when human laws are 
made to exa<9: a public contract: between 
the parties in the face of the world, 
which contradl cannot be broken nor dif- 
folved but for the one caufe which God's 
word allows, fuch laws are in affirmance 
of "the law of God, and therefore artf 
righteous laws; and, as fuch, ought to be 
obeyed ; nor have any perfons a right to 
that refpedl, and to thofe privileges which 
are due to marned perfons, who defpife 
iiich an ordinance * of man as creates a civil 

contra3 

• * The words of St. TeUr are ntiv^ «tV9jp»*jrii'ii xji^'t i— 
the word *]iV/f is here applied to magiftrates (as ap- 
pears from the context) whofe offices are created by 
men. — So the Romans fay — ^reare confulem— tocr/tfT^ 
a conful ; — creare regem — to create a king : but 
though the offices of particular magiftrates are of hu- 
man creation, and are different in various countries* 
yet there is no power butt of <3op, the powers that are^ 
lare ordained cf God ^ Kom. xiiL i. Therefore St, 
Peter commands obedience to magiftrates for ihe 
hoRD^s fake. Alfo the particular mode or form of 
government maybe dvBpp^^tvnf x^iciaf --of human creo'* 
/Itfii, yet go verjimentitfelf is q{ divine authority. — Sec 
ijen, iv. 7. See on the word xIi^k', Leigh.' Crit. Sa- 
F 4 cra^ 
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and'thereforc, though both fhbjeA to 
human controuly yet neither beinjg^ of S-^ 
vine appointment^ can have any effcdt on 
that wxiich is^ fo as to add to it, or dimi^ 
nijb from it in the fight of God. As I 
(hall have fomething very particular to 
obferve on this fubjeft under the head of 
Jiiper/lition^ I fhall fay no more upon ft in 
(his place^ than that all attempts, to al- 
ter, change, or make void a divine injiitu^ 
(ion, as to its force, power, and efficacy^ 
with refpeft to it/eff', before God, are fo 
far from being binding on the confciences. 
of men, that they ought to be abhorred. 
The only matter in which the 26 Geo. II. 
c. 33. fcems to be deficient, is, that it 
docs not more plainly exprefs its meaning 
and tendency, and after the words — '* fuch 
** marriage (hall be null and void to all 
** intents and purpofes whatfbever," it 
does not add — *^ any thing in the fcrip- 
*^ ture to the contrary notwithftanding" 
—it all but fays this in the claufe about 
precontraBs^ and it muft quite mean this, for 
the adt to have its full force and eiFedt* 

Still the divine law is one and the fame,, 
ftill therefore ought it to commend itfelf. 
to every mans confciencein thejight of God. 
2 jCor. iv. 2. and. this upon its own autho- 
rity .^-If, . therefore, human laws have put 
marriage^ as to itfelf, on a different foot- 
ing than it ftands upon in God's word; 
if impediments to marriage have been 

raifed 
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filfed up by human contrivance, which arc 
not * to be found in that word ; in thefe, 
and the like inftances, human legiflature' 
exceeds its authority. 

When a man hzvingo?te wife takes and* 
ther to her, the eccle/iajikai courts pro- 
nounce fuch fecond marriage null and void 
—our courts of criminal judicature pro- 
nounce him a felon — but if God's word 
be the criterion of right iand wrong, our ' 
laws . have-no inbre authority to fay that' 
a. man (hall not have two wives ^ than the 
popijh laws have to fay that a prieji fhall 
not have one^ neither have pur ecckfia/lical' 
courts any more authority to divorce fuch 
fecond woman from the man who has mar-- ' 
ried her, than the Pharifees had to put 
away a wife for every caufey for no fuch 
ciaufe of divorce is to be found in God's 
word. Such a thing would never have 
been thought of, had the Bible maintained 
its due weight in the church— then had' 
not men dared to have made matters of* 
divine injiitution fubjeft to their caprice—" 
changeable with their fancies, as if the 
fixed and unalterable will of God was as 

♦ The council of Trent made a decree^ that, '' if 
*^ any fhall fay, that the church hath not power to 
•* add impediments which are not in God's word, and 
** to difpenfe with thofe that are — let him be AC-* 
** CURSED."— —I believe it may readily be granted,' 
that both church and Jlate have equal authority in the 
matter.^ Sec Bnnt^ Counc. Trent, p. 784. * ^ 

variable 
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yaiialile a& their own. To fet this matter 
iu its true lightj^ let us reflet a little on 
the changffs which have been made> touch** 
ing * GoD*s inftitutions in this country — 
^1 Hen. VIIL c« 14. makes a prie/i that 
xQarrieSi as alfo his wife ^ felons i and fo 
even to afGrm that a /r^ flight marry 
ly the Jaw of Cop» with death aad fer- 
mturc of efhte;— 5 and 6 of Ed. VI, e. 1 1. 
repeals all thisy and declares it ^^ a^ law*- 
** i\j\ iot friejts^ a$ fpr all other cbrijiian 

** men, 

* Here we might mention t)ie marriage of Hnuff 
Vin. with Catherine of Arragon^ his brother yfrrAirr*! 
widow, which was had and fofemnized •* by the 
^^ cottnfel and aidvfce of the moll wi& and graveft 
^^ men of thefe realms, and by the deliberate ajpd- 
*^ mature confideration and confent of the beft ant) 
*• moft ncrtabtemen in leaming, in thofe days, in 
** Ghrijttndonu^ (See preamble to ftat. t. Maryy 
c. i. ftcc a.) TWf. very mtrri^t, aftxsr twenty year^i 
cohabitation, and ifltie had, was diifolved by divsrci^ 
and declared by aSfotparlianunt (25 H. VIII. c. 22.) 
•< lO'bt again/t the la^s of Almighty God, and thcfe- 
•^ foije utterly void and of no CTed." This iras u\ 
1533, Twenty years afterwards, in 1553, the faid 
marriage was *' definitively, clearly, and abfolutely 
*• declared, deemed, and adjudged to be, and Jlani 
*' sti/A God's lavx^ znd. His m^ holy umd^ and to be 
** accepted, reputed, and taken of good efFe<St and 
** vs^lidity, to all intents and purpofes." Thefe con- 
trarieties and contradi<Slions were the product; of that 
VforUk wiflm^ which is always found to accommo* 
diMSe IpHr to tlic times 5 and, wherever power or ih- 
^ fym to direft its operations, is the moft flex- 
iJTatf yciwiples.-^lt is a perfea Gnathoy and may 

Qiiicquid 
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men, to marry/' See jir/. CL ^Eng. 32. 
Thcfe two contrary propofitioiJis were 
determined with equal folemnity hf tjbc 
two aboVCrmentioned kmgSy by and with 
the advice of their fbvcral parliaments^, 
and this all within the fpace of thirteen 
years. Then came ^^en Maryiy in 1553, 
and prkjis could not marry-^In 1548 the 
embargo was ooce ntore taken cSp oxi< 
^ifcm Elizabeth's acccflion^ and thsupri^ 
might lawfulh marry. See liat^atwn d 
the 39 Articles of Religion. 

So with regard to the facmment of the 

. > 

Qulcquid dicunt kudo-* id rurfom Aiiegant| kud^^ 

id qadque. 
N^t quis ^ Nego^ Ait } AicK PefliMi^ iM^e* 

riavi egtraiet mibi^ 
Omnia aiTentari. is quieftus nunc eft multo Mhtt* 

rimus. Tir. Eun. A61. ii« Sc« !«. 

** \Vhatc'er tbey fay I praifc it ; if again, 

♦* They cohtradi<a; I praife thai to6 : does ai^ 

«* Deny ? I too deny :— Aftrm ? I to6^ 

** AflSirm : — and, in a word^ I've bro^ht myfeK 

** To fay, unfay, fwear, and forfwear, at pleafure ; 

** And tnat is now the beft of all profeffions.*^ 

CoLMAN. 

How much better than all this db w6^ rcprefent liWt* 
Jhine laiVf when we fupftafe ic tb- attend on the: 
times, and to change with the ooinion.< of OkCn f 
Thus Cardinal Cufanus faid judicially in the council 
of Trent^ that ** the underftandittf of the fcripfurt 
« mftfk he fiUil U the i'mi^j a»d e>lpWJ*i*rf slccori- 
«* ing to W current rites i and thit ft is not to be. 
** marveUed at. if the church in one time expoundcth 
•^ in one faffiion, at another in anoAer. Brenf. 
Council. Trid. 159* 
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Lord's fupper^^to deny the dodlrinc of 
tranfuManttation^ ' was berefy ; for which 
the oflfender was to '* be burnt to deaths 
** and forfeit as in cafes of high 
" trcafon/' This was law and found dt^ 
vinity in 1539, 31 Hen. VIII. c. 14; but 
in the year 1 547, i Ed. VI. all was repealed 
and fet afide. In 1553 ^een Mary came 
to the crown, and all revived again ; hun- 
dreds were Aumt alive — but in 1562, 
^ EHz. this monftrous dodtrine (with the 
laws which taught and fiipported it) was 
abolifhed, and declared to be " unprovea- 
•* able by holy writ — repugnant to the 
plain words of fcripture — to overthrow 
the nature of z Jiicrament-^^LXid to have 
given occafion to many fuperftitions.'* 
See jlrt. 28. o/tJbe Ch. ofEng. Amidft 
thefe ftrange, confufed contradiftory fyf- 
tems of religious opinion^ what part may 
we fuppofe to have been taken by the great 
and unchangeable Jehovah ? (hall we 
imagine Wxva fuch an one as ourfelves? 
that he was of one mind in the reign of 
Hqp. VIII. — of another in the reign of 
Ed. VI. — that he changed again at tne ac- 
ceflion of S^ueen Mary^ and veei-ed about 
again in the reign of S^ueen Elizabeth ?•— 
Abfurd as fuch queftions may appear, they 
are not more fo than to imagine His mind 
and will can change on one fubjedl more 
than on another. To affirm, therefore, 
that His will can change touching the in- 

iUtution 






[ 79 1 

ftitution of marriage^ either with refpeSft 
to the thing itfelf—thc impediments agaihft 
it— -or caufe of divorcement from it;*-»that 
thcfc were one thing in the days of Mdjes 
—another in the da)rs of Jesus Christ; 
and as many others as the fancies of mth 
chofe to make them, in the feveral periods 
of the chrijiian churchy juft as Papifts or 
Protejiants happened to be uppermoft/ and 
to gtt the legijlative power into theit 
hands ; and efpecially fince the invention 
of marriage-ceremonies to be performed by 
priejis — muft involve the affirmant in dif- 
ficulties from which he can never extricate 
himfelf, but by totally renouncing fo un- 
fcriptural, fo fenfelefs an hypothefis^ and 
allowing that marriage^ as in God's fight, 
in all the rcfpedts above mentioned, fi:ands 
on the fame foundation as ever-y/ift^ word of 
God. Dryden fays fomewhere — **God ne- 
** ver meant His works for man to mend." 
This is doubtlefs as true of His law as it 
is of his other works % concerning this 
we may alfo fay — He /pake ^ and it was done. 
He commanded, and it Jiood faji. The re- 
jeftion and contempt of this law, arc the 
caufes of numberlefs evils, which it was 
revealed and eftablifhed to prevent ill that 
moft important bufinefs the commerce of the 
f exes. ^Adultery J or the defilement of a 
betrothed or married woman, is, by God's 
law, a capital ofifence, to be puniflied with 
the death of both the parties i but being no 

3 Ct\3(XVfc 
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crime at all in the eye of our penal Sid'* 
iutis, it ilalks abroad as it Were at nooii^ 
dzy^ fearlefs and carelefs, and fcetns acmr 
to be a ^afhionable method of a wif/s gee- 
ting rid of her ht^and^ thdt fbc may 
marry her g^lant. 

Men being under no obligation by ear 
law, as by God's law^ to marry virgtm 
Hbey Jeduce'^^^nd if married men^ being- 
under a legal difability fo to do— ^turn theft 
deluded and helplefs females out upon th^ 
wide worlds either to ftarve, or to fupport a 
wretched exiftence by projlifution. God'i 
law pofitively fay8, that every marif be hifi 
fituation what it may> fliall pfotedl tbd 
virgin he feduces — that he ntytrJhaUput be^ 
away all bis days. So that (as in the cafe of 
adultery^ we Aonotpunijh, as a public offence^ 
what God condemns — and we do punijh^ in 
other cafes, what God commands i fbr if thrf 
^^r/Wman whofedueedawr^w, &c. vrii 
to marry her^ he would (but for the be- 
nefit of the clergy) be hanged for hi^ 
pains. We may laugh at the abfurditifey 
of Popery i and condemn thofc tenets of tftd 
cburcb of Rome which ,gave birth to the 
31 Hen, Vlir. c. 14. wherein a prtefi'^^ 
living with a wife id made ^jimje thas 
keeping a concubine^ the firft being niads' 
felony in tkstfirfi inftance, the other noi 
till zfecondi we may i^eproach fuch toott** 
ftrous opinions with every term which 
7 call 



can vcxprejs al?h(3ti:feAQfe ^4 4e;fii(|?ktipa4 
f)Utareom Uws Ms gJ?f«54f Iftfe cpja^ia-^ 
diaory to ev^ry priixeijpl?. qF thp ^WM 
law ? — ^We makq (a,ws tQ l^U^ a flfiai\ fei^ 
having /^^, wiveji of his, <?3g^--?|*t ^im 
puly debauch ap bt0dr,e4. WVH ^f otkfjf 
people y and he's fafe from all critpijfgl'^ 
prpfccution ! We alfo determine that if a 

manr 

but ^ttewi^4 ^-i^h gfe« i^pj^nf^, tr^^M^^ aW ^«ii sT 
iim J ai^d, lv>>f^M>f ^* 4mcg,^ 91^5^ ^ ^VCA ?» 
«My iiii fcw^ijKie^lijr^ Iktisfj^. ^ tim^ff^ W tjieff: 

both with JiefpeA ^o. h'l^ ^4^^^4^ ^l^^^jl^^U 'WSi 
Wncd wife, a«4 t^ aqv 9hiyjiei?i fi^ ms^y hftKf 
^jrought hw, \yJvcfe nftiY' %^ Is^ tft i^iitfaiiii a(^4 pi^ 
vie To^ ^ ti§ «^fl» «ift^e£ U^ <fe§a4fi4 apprehenTv^ 
jfhat thpy are tl)S \^^^ qf «**«? P^W^-^ $.<iW 
i^yfin ttis pppr ren^edy is, 9U.t of ^ i^a^Ji pf i9i.u||;|^|?%^ 
jjdip, cannot sfjfo^ ip go tft \^^ -^s tq i'wKfo *i^ 
l$k fo fai; from any pMnijhmen^ on the WMf^^ ^ apiairr 
^rs a^re now nTa^age4, ^bat j^ 1$ the very ih^ng 4i^ 
4efire3 ; for by thi* ft^ cari marry ai man v^cm9 ftip 
/^4f: iaifer thaA heif hufbana. It is \iut^f4 ^9 ^ar b(p- 
^l^jal to tbe injured kAift>9ncl, that it releafes kh^ 
ffpm tl\p ^dulurep^ andr (0 far may 1^ locked vi^S 
91^ V>^P remedy for l^is misfortune; bnt wl^en t|^ 
^Xf^ f:i(pence of comit^g at it is confjtdercd^ the ft<p$ 
M«fektV flM# fe^ t^^V^nj b^jpe ijt c<^ni^j^ into parlj^m^ufe 
jH?4: *V «9^ aft«:wa?4ij, it i^. put of thp reach of i;l»^ 
cboimon fort of men. The phyficia^ who was tQ f^r 
j5i"fe^%/W^of % ]^i\Q(i5ed poiipd* yal^f, i9 feip dif- 
jjpb^d ir\ ((9i^?ft^ iMiVQr i^fhjch cd(l ^Ifft « buii^^ed 
^UfWfet W^ tai?^^ feir the, <?\ix^ ^ ^ 4ifeafe lyhi.qb a 
Ujipr.ip^ji ^ ajHiiae^ ^^ ^o^^ a^^^ b« ^ledicip^ 
ifiout as well to the circumftances t?f ^iys p^tiMt^ 

;: ypL, II, G ^ 
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man hadi two wives, he is a capital pfi' 
fender; but let him deiauch 2ind ruin aq 
hundred virgins, pr keep a dozen concur 
Sines — he fhall be fre^! 

I will not fay— '* Rifum teneatisT-^ 
but rather — ^' ^is tafia fando, Temperet q 
hcbrymis V \ y 

Theft 

as our divorces are for the relief and relq^fe of injufed 
hufbands. However, it is not the tinges ** fist fait 
tommi il tjt difiri^^ which makes the divorce valia 
in t\i^ fight of God, though it certainly is the diffo- 
lution of the civil contra^ ;— by the law of God the 
divorce was ipfi fa&o in the power of the hufband 
the moment the a& of adultery came to his know- 
ledge, and if he put away his wife^ and married ano^ 
iher (even upon the principles of monogamy) he did not 
fin'y to fay otherwife, would be to' contradidt the 
fcripture, and to deprive a man of a pofitive right, 
which God and nature have invefted him with. | 
would wifh to apply this to the cafe of every poor 
man among us, who though not fi poor as to be 
able to fwear he is not worth five pounds^ yet poor 
enough to have a divorce, in the uuial way, out o^ 
his reach. — Why is fuch a one to be forced" to livi 
with an adulterefs ? to maintain, by the fweat of 
his brow, the children of other people ? to fuffi^r 
all the miferies and incpnveriienc^s which a profli- 
gate wife may bring upon him ? The reafon once 
might be, becaufe the church of Rome denied adul-* 
iery to be a caufe of divorce (t vinculo matrimonii^ 
without the Pope's dijpenjation^ and a poor mail 
could not pay for it. 

The reafon now is, becaufe we are treadi^fi; in 
much the fame fteps> and deny adultery to h^ a 
caufe of divorce a vinculo matrimonii, without an 
a£f of parliament, the expence of yrl^ich only the 
rich cvi afford, 

ThU 
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Thefc things, and others which might be 
olbferved on thcfe fubjefts, may ferve to 
£hew how izv fuperjiition hath fupplanted 
the religion of the Bible, and the tradi^ 
fims of men the commandments of God. 
What makes matters even flill worfe, is, 

that 

TWs is not among the ofprefftont which Solomm 
fiw under the fun, for it never cxiftcd^ till chrifiian 
churchmen took upon themfelves to trample under 
foot tfaofe rights of mankind, which the laws of 
Heaven had invefted them with, and to diredl and 
govern the opinions and confciences of men as might 
beft ferve the fordid views and interefts of that kingdom 
^tbis world, vrYi\c\i they firft fet up, and then called 

It THE 'CHURCH* 

*Ti8 true, the whole fabric was fliaken to its.veiy 
foundations, by the zeal and aflivity of the ProteU 
tant reformers, fo as to be demolimed within this 
kingdom $ but the rubbijh is not all yet cleared away ; 
and, among other things, that of declaring adultery 
no caufe of divorce a vinculo matrimonii, contrary ta 
Jcr. iii, 8. with Matt. v. 3a. 

I do not mean that any man (hould be able to 
divorce his wife, without fome fuhlie a^ of no^ 
tbriety; for this would fubjed: women to divorces 
on ftories invented, or fvifpicions entertained, which 
may be groundlefs, and only to ferve fome finifier 
purpofc — but that, where adultery is abfolutely prov-p 
«d, .there, as the contrail is ipfo fa^9 dliTolved, fuch 
diflblution fhould be allowed in luch a manner as to 
lie within the reach of every man. One thing may 
be obferved — that if adultery be npt«acaufe of dii- 
vorce a vinculo matrimonii, on the authority of the 
icripture, no Pope's difpenfaiion, or act of parlia- 
ment, can make it fo ; but if it be a caufe of 
iitch^ divorce, all men are equally intitled to the 
benefit of it, 

G % The 
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thit the authority of Christ is pleadqcl 
for much of this. He who^ came toJui/St 
the law^ is reprefepted «^ an irmo^aforx 
and defircyier of it* His ap^es arc eaHc4. 
ill as His cw^Wflr^ :-^tho«gh,, when iw 
hear them fpeal^ for theoifiSilveSji ^e^ uU 
terly difavow the charge — ** / came not ta 
** defiroy the law^" faith Christ -^an4 
iaith &t. 'Pauly in his own name> and in 
thofe of his felhtp-lahurers-^Da we der 
Jtroy the law through faith f Gonforkid!^-^ 

The reafon which the cmionift^ give for adi^urft 
not being a caufe of divorce a vincuh^ &c. is vtiy. 
curious, vk^* ^^ bccauft tbd offinca is. after a j^fi am^ 
♦* lawful marri(^ge.'' This is what makes the •roencci: 
•*if no marriage, then caji be na adidtery t fio tKal; 
to make that wnich cpmes into the very effinci oS thA 
crime, an exemption from the punifhment of it, WM^ 
Xko better than a bad excufe fpr retaining the powvf 
and lucre of diTpenfatipa i(i the bande oi the 
Pope. 

The paflage Jer. iii, 8. abo-ve referred to^ fets th^ 
matter in a very different light. God fays, that for 
the adultery of backfliding /frtf^/, (meaning the ten 
tribes)* He not only n*/TT^tT had put her anfay^ but ifa 
had given her a bill of JlJl^D divorce, exafipn^ or cut^ 
ting off, Comp, If, 1. I. AH this moftevidently ts-tQ 
be underflood in a figurative fenfe, but fhews tbst 
adultery is a caMfe oT ex^ifion or cutting off a vitfin 

On the whole of fcripture, taken together, on tlM 
fubje£):, it feems that the law inf)i£ted death oi| 
adultery^ and if the injured huA)and profecutcd, th«| 
fentence muft be inflidted by the j-udges j of if be' 
did not chufe to make his wife a public exatnfle^ he 
might in a more private manner pui her ayjaj^ an^ 
give her a bill of excifion. Comp. Matt, i, 19. 

9 Xf»^, 
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language of all our mUnk^al laws> it 
would bt happy for the world> as the tor*- 
iitrwt of bifi, f^^flii^^yy and cruelty y could 
tie longer ravage .for aiid widc^ and fpread 
its defolation owr thodfands and t^s of 
chaufands xaf deluded and forfn^en females y 
land, by />&^/r means, over the young and 
•tfconghtlefs «£-ibe other fex. Then might 
i?vc hope that the fmre trtath of IGon might 
find itB way back to the now dark regions 
<of Jiifiuy which, till then, is, humanly 
^eakingv imp<^M6; and the followers 
•of Mahomet would no longer 'have it in 
itheir power (like CerinthusJ to charge the 
-Gon of the inbri^ians ^* with oppefing the 
V <So^ of ithe Jews.'" — Even * Cij^ina it- 
^ fetf 

* Montefquieu is ;fof :gtving phyfical teafon's foif 
4)erinitting folygamyy or prohibiting it, in difFetent 
^countries, according to the heat or cold oF the cli- 
mate. Thus, fa)rs be, ** the law which permits 
** only one wbf'iey is ^)hyiically conformable to the 
** climate of *£urof€y and not to that of Afia. Thk 
^' IS the reafon why Mahometanifm was fo eafily efta- 
** blifhed in JJk^ and with fuch difficulty extended 
•* m'Eurnpe'y why ChrlfiianHy is maintained in £«- 
** rifpiy and has been Heftroyed in Ajia\ and, in fine, 
** why the Mahometans have made fuch progrefs In 
•* Vhhray and the Chri/iiant fo little." He well adds 
-*— *• Human reafons, however, arc fubordinate tO 
•* that Supnme Caufe^ who does whatever He pleafes, 
** 'and renders every thing fubfervierit toHteWiU." 
t^. 'of l-raw$, voK i. 37a. Oftavo, Eng. bo6k )cvf» 
«.'a- Agaiij -he fty«— book ^ix. c.'X8. '** It is ^1- 

. . G ^ '* ^^* 
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felf might liften to the truth, when una- 
dulterated with human inventions, unfo- 
phifticaled with pious lyes. Whereas they 
may now fay to us, as Christ faid to the 
Pharifees — Te have made the commandment of 
God void by your traditions. Matt. xv. 6. 
Te teach for do£irines the commandments of 
men. Mark vii. 7- . 

I do not mean by this^ that any miffim" 
ary would be juftified in allowing the 
laws of the feraglio, or of the baram^ as 
agreeable to the law of God. Buying 
women ^isflaves^ and fhutting them up as 
prifonersf forcing them againft their indig- 
nations, and detaining them againft their 
confcnt, under bolts and bars — the muti- 
lating men, and making them eunuchs^ 
that they may be guards and centinels over 
thefe unhappy women, is all monftroufly 
inhuman, wicked, and abominable, and 
fo ought to be reprefented. It is fo far 
from having a fingle ingredient in it of 
the true idea of the holy ordinance of 
marriage^ that it is no other than a moft 

•* mod impoiTible for Chriftianity ever to be eftablifh* 
*' ed in Chinay* for which he mentions feveral rea- 
fons, and, among; the reft — *' the marriage only of 
*^ one wife." — " As for the Indians^ travellers in- 
•* form us, that the chief reafon why feveral of their 
*' princes have refufed to embrace the Chrijiian rcH- 
" gion, hath been, becaufc, amongft othe* condi- 
" tions, it was required of them to admit no mort 
" than pne woman to their bed/* Puffend. b. vi, 
c. I. § i6. 

5 horrid 
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liorrkl fchenie of rape and debauchery 4 dnd 
tj^efe multiplied according to the nuniber 
oi thofe ytrretched females who become 
the haplcfs vidtims of the pride, luft, and 
tyranny of their oppreflbrs. Was the truth 
:<if Cod received, did ireal affedtidri unite 
the parties, the prifon-doors would be 
thrown open, the unhappy guards dif- 
miiled^ and numbers blefs the day, when 
choice eftablifhcd the linioii, when faith- 
fulnefs was fecured by alFedtion^ and all 
fedu6lion and dcrelidtion prevented by the 
guardianfhip of (hd divine law. On the 
other hand^ were a mijionary to ga into 
thofe countries where polygamy is dlowed, 
and open his commiflion with declaring, 
that—** though polygamy Was allowed under 
" the lawiyti Christ forbad it under the 
^* ^^^/"— 'he would go with a lye in his right 
hand. If. xliv* io. He would have nothing 
to do but to take the plan of the mar-^ 
riage-^aB in his lefti and tell the people, 
that ** unlcfs batins were publiflied in th? 
** mofque^ or ten * zinger lees were given 
** to the Mufti, or fome leffer fum to the 
** chief Imams for a licence, and unlefs the 
" ceremony be performed in fuch a parti- 
** cular place, the marriage is void to all 
*' intents and purpofes whatfoever, the po- 
" fitive inftitution of God to the contrary 

* About /^» ^tf/istfji Englifli* 

G 4 ^* notwith- 



«h hfibftty fii^/^Hkub fat hk plm^ That ^ 
ttitionM b&ihgfs cssn he btotegkt to b«liei9c 
1(ueh abffli!di«ies m my |5*rt M the ^btftt 
%8 ohe fad pl-oof '6f the iaiibciTdftiitey v^hich 
Hip^Hifioii has ovet- the miodte of m^i^ 
^«^d of th% fmiflSil f^ins whicb in gcndpal 
<ilt% %ake^ by ^thetti to inform thbmfdves « 
«tt€ftters ctf die higheft ccmfofiicBfCC ; ^ 
'wMdh I ^&M ^Stt prareed to triM^ ih tkx: 

I'Ov'^iSlita^ly <yb&rire herey iyowever And^ 

Ldrd ^^ms^ Hift% of Man,^ voJ. L jp. rqj;. <^ 
ferves, that among the moft 2eal6us Chriftiaiis in ^e 
Icmgdom of'Con^Oj polyganf^ is in lik Jft fortrMi^ 
Vhen they t\rere ?ii;|[v^i» ; aifd 'tteit fXttier ^dalft Igjm 
it ap, they would renounce GhrfJH)mUj^* 

Bellarmine^ Dc iAssXnmf c. I2. vtry piof^y faiA^^ 
** Gh folam pclyg^ima^ ihfidele^ a l)at)tiftno & totb 
^ €hftfHanfftio ^WJehdf/*-^'^' Th^ JftfWols \«*o ^Je 
** 3^9^^> *^ *^ thirt,yife i*f^ tp b^ arivca fiem ' 
** 4>dpttfmy Mid -Iroifi the nvhote of Chr^ianiiy.^^ 
'Opcry — If tiiis be not to Jirain owt4t gtuH^ 'dndfiuM- 
H^ aHantel? 

9n ^^ ^. k>f <lie fadie bcKri^ the^G^zne Aflfltfri^te 
faith—** Pofygamia non repugnat y«ri natura^ 'iipiod 
^ eft divinum» qupd -itnus vir ex pluribus CoBminis 
^^ liberos pofe fitfcipferfe J& '^rei'e."-^" PtflygUfnj is 
'•« hot Tej)Ugtt»#it <J6 flife Azw '^iMure^ tirhicrti is*i. 
** ^V^, that'99if ^ff mikht b^get lA^d brings chii- 

• Contradi&ion muft ever be tduna, Vrlfeft iSeaplt 
err from the one confijlent truth of God. — Hence it is 
ho Vbndcr, Aaft, tiotwItHftandinfg aTl iftfe b?ftemefs 
\>{ ihatjp|lodftiyittiifogathrft Jerbntie^ agaitrft tvtoftBftr- 
riageTtfclf,.ih hrs^riti'rfgs afeaiilft nc?n6ft T^^Aiim* 
that h% ihc^ldTay/^^helft troting to 'Piiimmcbha—^^ 
44tmn$ polygkfnot;^^^ 1 do hot ccmiieihti fofygami/fs.**^ 

it 
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it may feem^: thaf bur notions rdative to 
the commerce of tbefexeSf arc by far more 
friendly to '^. polygyny^ than the I'urkijh fyf- 
tcm of polygamy is. A T!urk may take one 
or more nioives ; but then they are kept in 
his iaram as his inviolable property-^no 
eye of a ftranger can ever behold them, 
and they are maintained and provided for, 
as liberally as the man's circumftances vriU 
permit. Whereas, among us, a man may 
taie as many women as he can feduce^ and 
abandon them whenever he pleafes ; they 
can claim no property in Aim, nor he in 
them ; he turns them upon the common^ 
either to ftarve with hunger, or rot by 
proJlitution.^'—ThaX this is againft the law 
of God, is very clear ; but there is no- 
thing in our law which can either prevent 
or remedy it. Had we, at the Reformat- 
tion, adopted the law from Mount Sinai, 
inftead of that from the council of Trent, 
relative to marriage, fuch things could not 
exift. 

With regard to the depredations whic^i 
are made on married women, how may the 
Mabomedans fliame us ! So facred are wo- 
men in India, that, even in the midft of 

♦ ^J polygyny (from tqkv^, many, and yvvn, wo^ 
man) is meant — the having more women than one, 
^without marriage or other obligation towards them. 

By polygamy (from croAv<, many, and yAi^of, mar^ 
riage) is meant— the having more wives than one, 

flaughter 
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ilaughter and devaftation7 the common ial- 

dier leaves them unmolefted; the hardtn 

is a fanfluaryagainft all the licentioufhefs 

of vidory ; and ruffians, covered witfrthie 

.blood of an hufband, ftirink back; with 

veneration, from the fecret apartfntnt of 

his drives. But this is not confined to In- 

^dia. At Conjiantinopky when the Sultan 

.fends an order to ftrangle a ftate criminal, 

and to feize on his eiFefts, the ruffians who 

execute it enter not into the * haram^ nor 

touch any thing belonging to the women. 

^t^ Alexander y Hift. of Worn. p. 191. 

In fhort, we may boaft of our monogamy^ 
and condemn polygamy — but there is not a 
nation under heaven, where polygyny is 
more openly. pra<ftifed, than in this Chrif^ 
fian country:; for though a man can marry 
but one at a time, he may have as great a 
variety of women as he pleafcs, without 
ever marrying at all. This is fo inveterated 
by cuftom, that thofe laws of Heaven which 

♦ It was a bitter farcafin on the ChriJIiansy which, 
was uttered by Mehemet Effendi^ the laft Turkijh am- 
baffador in France — " We Turk?* f fays he) " are great 
** fiiiipletons, in comparifon of the Chrijiians. We 
*' are at the expence and trouble of keeping a fera" 
^^ ^//tf) each in his own houfe ; but you eafe your- 
** felves of this burden, and have your feraglio in 
** your friends' houfes." — Sec Hume's EJfaysy 3d 
edit. vol. i. p. 252. How far we have been imitating 
the manners and cuftoms of the French j fo as to make 
ourfelves objeds of the above reflexion, I leave to 
others to determine. 

were 
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were made to prevent it» £otai to ht tota% 
forgotteft* 

I wilt coficliide this dMpter widi a fum- 
mary of its coHtents, 'whidh are ail reducw 
bleto one general rule.->-Gon's ardinancet^ 
being of His own apipointmentt arc folely 
.under His own authority ; ib that men cafH 
nert change or alter them> cither with re^ 
fpedt to tben^elves^% to the matter xiSihetaf 
or as to th^ operation.^ faroe^ and effei^. 
Jdarriqge is an ordinance of Ooid» Oi Ha 
own appointment^ 43odilyith refpedto tkb 
thing ifjelf^ and its operation^ force^ and 
effe£i^ wiA rel^ft to «i^-— therefow, as to 
theJfe, isibWy uhder God's authority, atid 
oannot be changed or ahered by numdh 
kws. As the <fi:ihftanc6 of the bread and 
wine in the Loii(D*s fapper^ remained the 
Jdme after cohfecration as before it, not^ 
withftanding the bloody edid of ISeftfy 
yilX. above mentioned.; fo marriage tt^ 
main€i> 4is m tthe matter^ ffrce^ effeBj ^wi 
obligation of it upon the parties, juft the 
fune in ^e iig^t of God now^ as -^g/^r^ 
ir6 Geo. II. c. 33.. 

As no human law can change any ordi^ 
nance cfGoD, fo neither oan it change any 
truth « Good.— I fetnly believe, that the 
39 alleles oF ifefc church of England con*- 
tain, in .point 'of ^odrine, the truth of 
Ooa ^ but I do not believe this one jot 
llie ttfdrb btcadfe they atie enaOed by au^ 

thority 
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thoritf o{ parUament z nor fhould I believe' 
it one jot the le&> if the efforts oS their 
Arian and Socman adverfaries wck to fiic-'* 
ceed» and the parliament was to de<:lare 
tfa^ir obligation upon men> conjfetenc^^ 
as well as: the airlictes themfelveS', and all 
thmgs contaui6(it thefcin'-^* ^ ntflt itndw^iit 
^^ fa all intents and purpoibs whalib«TQr ^ 
** any kw or ufage to- th« contrary not-* 
^* witbftandirig/' \ 

There u^fiatuti which has been before 
nftentabn^, vi2. 31 Hbn. VIII. e. 14. which 
xixiik!t% \Vfdon^^%»itboi^ to 

asiiert that the etrnmwMn in both Amdf is 
neceffury to the, laity, or o^ght to be ad-^ 
min^j^red w neciiwd-^^^ wM law could 
have na elEe(£t upon the nature, of the or- 
dinance as in GoD^s fight^'i—So i Jac^c. 11. 
makes a man a^^> and ta^ Juffer deaths 
i^ having fma nmve^ together—but ean 
this be proved to af¥bd luqh a marriage 9 
or to make it null ^md void or iinfut in 
God's fight t The only way to prove that 
either of thefe layers are binding on men's 
ponfciences, is, to prcwq that thpy bar- 
petoniase with Ooix^s- truth a& reveled in 
the fcripture, otherwife one is juft as 
much unauthorized as the other. 

A^ to mere eircumfimtiah^ which rcfpeCt 
outward order and dwewcy,. as they are no 
.p«rt of the ordinaneos. themfelves, th^ 
inay b^ un()er tl^e appoinfMer^ and con- 

trpul 
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were made to prevent it» feem to i^eioteJfy 
forgotten* 

I will conckfde this dkyabpter with a {tm» 
jnary of its coHtents, whictti are all reduci- 
ble to one general rule.^-GoD's ardinamex, 
being of His own appointtnent» are fcdeiy 
.under Bis own authority ; Ho that men can- 
not change or alter them> either with re^ 
fped: to tJbef^elves^s to «He nuOter'afthismf 
CT 2S to th^t QperatioUi farce^ and tff$St. 
Jdarri^ge is Mi ordinance of Ooid> Ot Hk 
own appointment^ hotSit^ith refpedto tlib 
thing itjelfs and its operation^ force^ and 
effm^ with rel^ft to wi^-— thcrefoise, as to 
the&, isibkly ubder God's aathontf, mA 
cannot be clanged or ahered by nunuoi 
kws. As the ^bftance of the bread vA 
wine in the Lo^(D*s fi^per^ remained the 
fame after cohfecration as before it> ndt«- 
withftandmg the bloody edid of fiettiy 
yill. above mentioned.; fo matria^ tt^ 
mavn€>> as td the matter ^ f^(^e^ ^^y ^^ 
obligation of it upon the parties, juft the 
fome in ^e iight of God now^ as before 
^ Geo. II. c. 33. 

■As no human law can change any ordi^ 
nance ^fGoD^ fo noithtercan it change atny 
tmth ^ GtoD.^^I 'firmly believe, that the 
^g ^a*icks of iSife ciurci of England con*- 
Caa, ill .point ^of ^do^ine, the truth of 
Coa 9 but I do not believe this one jot 
AeTttbrb btcarife fliey itc eaaaed by au- 
thority 
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thonty oF parliament : norfhould I bclievo' 
it otie jot die lefs, if the efforts of their 
Arian and Socman adverfaries werc to ftic--'* 
ceed^ and the parliament was to de<:laro 
their obligation upon ii^n^s confetene^^ 
as well as: the airticks themietves, and all 
things containecj tbeFein-^^' ;if(i/^4»ii^ W(/ 
^^ taall intents and purpQ^s whatfotr^r^ 
** any kw or ufage to the contrary not-' 
^* withifaindirig/' \ 

There u^^atuM which has been^ before 
nuentioAed, via. 31 Hbn. VIII. c. 14. which 
makes it felon% mtbaut benefit of ekrgy^ to 
aflert that vthe communion m botk Aindf is 
neceffary to the^ laity, or o^ght to be ad^ 
min^red or i^^r^ww^but tftis law iiould 
have ^a ^SkOi upon the naturei of the or- 
dinance as in GoD^s £ght.<^~So 1 Jacc. 11. 
makes a man. 2k fepmj and to^ fiiffer deaths 
fpr having /wa ww#» togethep— h^t €?an 
tliis be prQve4 to af¥bd luch a marriage^ 
or to make it null ^tnd void or iinfal in 
God's fight ? The onty way to prove that 
pither of thefe laws ape binding on men's 
ponfciences^ is, to prov? that thpy har- 
pteniase with Ooi^^s tru|h as revested in 
the fcriptqre, otherwife one is juft as 
much unauthorized as the other. 

As to mere eircumfianiiak^ which rcfpeiSt 
outward order a^d d?«:eucy,. as they are no 
.p«rt of the ordiaaneos. themfelves, th^ 
inay bo un^ t^ i^ppotftfin^nt and con- 

trpul 
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twul' of man* So when our Rubric lay«,' - 
tbidt there fliall be '^ a table with a fair 
•' whit^ linen clotK upon it*' at the ad- 
miniftration of th^facrament qftbr Lord x 
/upper^-^ind again, with refpeft to baptifm\ 
—that '* without gteat caufe and necbffity, 
•^ the people fhsJJ be warned, that tbey^ 
^'procure not their children to belMto-i 
^' ti?ed at, home in their houfes"-^! lee 
no fort' of harm in all this; but if .the tfiS? 
of parliament 9 which confirmed tht Rubrk^ 
had gone on-r-'* And be jt enabled, that if : 
*^ tl)e facrament of the Loisld's /upper be 
^' adminiftered .without fuch Jair white ^ 
•• linen cloth uion tbe^ table ^ or baptiffn be. 
*^ adminiftered in private houfesy unlefs 
*• for fuch great caufe and necejjity afore- 
** faid, fuch facraments of the laoikji^fup^ 
V* per I and baptifm, fp ^idminiftered, fhall be 
** wttprly null and void to the receivers of 
^* the fame, /^ all intents andpurpofes what*. 
*^ y&w^r*'— this had been an attack upon 
the ordinances and truths of fcripture-^— not 
a lawfn) and authorized Jlatute. Let this 
rcafoning be applied to the queftion of 
marriage^ as it is a * civil contrary and as. 

fuch 

* The •utward contraft between the parties, is 
certainly of a civil nature, and ought to belong tq 
the civtl muriftrait. In this rcfped, the clergy have 
no more to do with it than they have with Jfii/x and . 
ric$vtriis^ or any other temporal caufes, The pay-: 

mept 
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fuch the objeSl of human laws^znd as It is 
a divine injlitution^ and as fuch not the ob^ 
je6l of human /jwj— then it may eafily be 
determined how far thefe ought to be 
bindr^g on the co^fpiepce? Qf men» wh^« 
marriage \% concerned^ 

ment of the IHD or dowry (fee before, voL i. p. 26.) 
9inong the ytwsj which was innature'of arrz/iV qo%- 
ti^Sty was tranfa&d between the man and the daoi- 
i^l's father; but had nothing to' do with the prtefii 
and ZivitiSi nor^was it anv jpart of the Temple forw 



C H A ?• 



[f 94. ) 



C H A F. - VHJ; 



to the SubjeSls treated m tSU Bvai. 




rHEN mm fell fro» Oeix by dfi% 
bcdicnc^e,- in fhivii^g to sn^^^ 
§;tf if^ ^4 fe^i^^ |ijjd W(^4fe jiim^ ^ 
that by a means which God had forbfdw 
den, he loft that image of knowledge and 
wifdom in which he was originally created. 
(Comp, Gei>. i, 26. Col. iii. 10.) The 
only means of any reftoration to this, muft 
be by revelation ; for as man by tranfgref- 
fion had brought darknefs into his foul, as 
well as guilty this could never have been 
iremoved by any powers of the human will 
or underftanding; He alone who created 
the material light ^ coujd djfpel the clouds in 
which the human mind was' involved;, an4 
caufe once more the light of the knowledge 
^ the glory of God to fhine into the defo-» 
late and benighted heart of man. Nothing 
could have * difcover?d any traces of the 

divine 

♦ ** Gpd hath giyen out to us the whole of His 

^' mind and copnfel concerning us in writings as a 

*^ merciful and ftedfaft relief againft all that confu-t 

^* fipli^ darknejs;, and uncertainty) which the va-f 

, ^' «ityi 
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divine mind and will, but thofe gracious 
declarations of them, for which fallen 
man ftands folely indebted to the. free and 
gratuitous •iriterpofition of divine mercy 
and goodhefs. For what ftian knaweth the 
things of a manifave thefpirit of man which 
is in him ? Even fo the things of God none 
{ihii) knoweth — but the Spirit of God. 
I Cor. iii 1 1 . — Who hath known the mind of 
the Lord, and who hath been His counfel^ 
lor? Rom. xi. 34. — My thoughts are not 
your thoughts, neither ate my ways yout 
ivays, faith the Lord \ for as the heavens 
are higher than the earth, fo are my ways 
higher than your ways, and my thoughts than 
your thoughts. Ifj Iv* 8, g.^^CanJi thou by 
fearching find out God, canfi thou find out 
the Almighty to perfedlion f It is as high 
as heaven, what canfi thou do ? — deeper thad 
bell, what canfi thou know ? Job xi. 7, 8. 

This is giving us fair warning of our 
deplorable ignorance with refjpeft to Gon 
and His will ^ndi ways. — Still— W« man 
4oould be wife, though man be barn like a 

^* nity, folly^ and^ looienefs of the mindis of men, 
^^ drawn out and heightehe<l by the urifpeakable al« 
^* terations Which fall oiit amongft them, would 
** otberwife certainly have run into." Dr. Owen oa 
the Scriptures, p. a8. to which we may add— -which 
they bQ*Ot run into by leaving the *$jritUn niuordm 

Vot. H. H iffiU 
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* mid a/s's colt. Job xi. 12. His imagi- 
nation will fet to work ; and though he be 
affured that all fcripture is given by injpi'- 
ration of God ^ and is frojitabk for doSlrine 
•—therefore is to teacb us; — for reproof 
{Trpoc fiAfyjgov) — for reproof or convi^ion of 
Jin and error — and therefore to fet them 
before us in their true light ; — for correct 
Hon — fTavo/)flwflr/v— for fetting right afid a- 
mending that which is wrong; — ^for in/iru€^ 
tiort^^(icoLilsiM — inftitution — difcipline) in 
righteoufnefs j and all this that the man ^ 
Gojo may be perfeSly thoroughly furnijbed 
ttnto all good works y and thus be made wife 
unto fahation (fee 2 Tim. iii. 16^ I7»)"~ 
yet, fuch is the pride, fuch the foUjr of 
man, he will not be Satisfied with what 
God hath revealed, but would fain make 
fome difcoverics of his own concerning; 
God and religion ^ which, rather than part 
withy he will even make the criteria and 

* "How keenly is this comparifon pointed.!— 
** Like th afi*s — an animal remarkable for its ftupi- 
'^ dity, even to a proverb 5 — like the afi*s colt—vf\iiQK 
** muft be ftill morc^ egregioufly ftupid than the dam;. 
*' like she wild afs\ c^/^— which is not only blockifh,: 
•* but ftubbora and intraftabre ; neither pofleiTes 
" valuable qualities by nature, nor will eafily re- 
** ceive them by difcipline. — The image in the ori- 
•* ginal is ftifl more llrongly touched. The compa- 
•* rative particle like is not ki the Hebrew ; it is— 
** horH a wild afs^s colt — or^ as we fhould fay in 
^ Englijh^a mere wild afis colt.'* Hervey, ThfV^ 
aad J^fp^f* vol.ii. p., 237, 5th edit. 1777, o^nvi). 

flandards 
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ftattdafcis tif truth j will endeavour to re- 
concile his own inventions with God's r^- 
K)elations\ and if this be too hard j the 
next experiment is to accommodate the 
divint revelations to his own inventions. 
There are no popular fyftems of religioA 
and worjhipj where this is not to be founds 
This was the plan of the Babel-builders of 
old time, and ever fince it has been, as 
they wefe, fcattered over the face of the 
whole earth k Gen. xi. 8. The Heatheni 
who had the volume of nature open to them 
fof their inftru<ftion (Rom. i. 19, 20.) be^ 
came vain in their imaginations ^ and theit 
Jbolijh heart was darkened — prof effing them-* 
filves to be wife^ they became foolsi and 
changed the truth of God into a fye^ &c. 
ver. 22, 25. The Jewsy with the written 
volume of divine revelation before them, fet 
their imaginations to work, trying to find 
out fome holier and better way to walk and 
to pleafe God than they found there— 
till they were as' much loft to the teach- 
ihgs of God's word^ as the Heathen were 
to the teachings of the outward creation-^ 
till, as Ifaiah Ix. 2. expreffcth it -^ dark-* 
nefs covered the earthy and grofs darkfkfs 
the people. — The Chrijiian churches began 
rcry early to tread in * the fatije fteps, and 

to 

♦ When we co&template Chrifitanitj^ as reveadcd 
in the Old T^ftsunent, and as opened w us in the 

H» New 
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to invent fchemeS of bolinefs and purityt 
with refpefl: to manners — of mortification 
and aujlerity ^viixh regard to difcipline, and 

not 

New Teftameflt, we may truly call it a moft noble, 
moft gracious^ and moft glorious difplay of heavenly 
wifdom, an emanation from all the perfe(Slions and 
attributes of the Deity ; fuited, divinely fuited, to 
relieve the wants, and to heal the mifery, of fallen 
man — to ftamp once more the divine image on the 
human foul, and make it meet to partake of the inbi" 
ritance of the faints in light. Col. i. la. 

Jput if it be confidered only as it appears when caU" 
pertized with the vain reafonings of men of corrupt 
minds'^adulterated by human fophiftry— ^^rv^r/^rf t<> 
ierve the caufe of earthly power and worldly domi- 
nion, or to quadrate with humifi fyftems — darkened 
by folly and fuperftition — difgraced by the uncom-* 
manded aufterities of vifionaries and enthufinfts-^ 
fcandalized bV the monftrous vijees of its profeflbrs— 
^rejied by aifputahts into palpable contradiftions, 
and made fubverfive of the divine law-^hut above all; 
as preiTed into the fervice of fraud, rapine, injuftice^ 
and cruelty — it then appears, not only unworthy of the 
Djbity, out the moft mifchievous and horrid fuper^ 
Jlition th2it ever infefted the earth. Little better thari 
all this, are the views of it prefented to us by the 
moft faithful hiftorians, in their accounts or the 
churchy but more efpecially after the empire became 
Chrijiianj when we read of little elfe, in general, than 
the intrigues of churchmen againft one another, and 
the reft of mankind, in order to gratify their ambi-? 
tion and avarice— and to fatiate their pride, revenge, 
and cruelty. That the fcriptures fhould be prefervcd 
to us entire, when coming through fuch handsy is as 
evident a miracle, as. it would have been to have kept 
a fpark of fire alive in the heart of the fea. But here 
Ie£ me mention, with veneration and honour, the 
comparatively faithful //rzi;, who, in the face of dif- 
ficulty, danger, and even death itfelf^ maintained their 

integrity. 
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not Jparing of the body (Col. ii. 23.) — of 
rites and ceremonies with regard to wor^ 
Jhip — of human wifdom and fcience with 
rcfpe<ft to doSlrine — till they even (before 
two centuries were clapfed) vied with Ba-- 
bel itfelf ; and whoever can read Dr. Mo- 
Jheims account of the early agfes of Cbrif- 
tianityj without thinking it as great a mi- 
racle as any recorded in the gojpelsy that 
they fhould ever reach us at all, but more 
cfpecially in the pure ftate in which they 
are among us, will appear to have a talent 
at accounting for things by fecond caufes, 
heyond the capacity of any writer I yet 
have met with. Why Heathens^ Jews^ and 
Chrifiiansj ftiould aft fo uniformly towards 
thofe revelations which God at fundry 
times and in divers manners {Heb. i. i.) 
hath vouchfafed them, is all accounted 
for on one fimple principle — Prov. xxvii. 
ig. ^s in water face anfweretb to face—fo 
doth the heart of man to man. Hence it is, 
that ithrough all ages of the churchy thofe 
who have invented fyjiems for others y have 
conftantly been mixing the peculiarities 
of fome or other which they have had in- 
vented for them /— !-ther? is therefore no fe- 
• * 

i/itegritv, and Jhom as lights in the world^fuch are 
well cMtA-^the fait of the earth (Matt. v. 13.) for it 
)ias been hy ^^ favour oi their lives and doSfrinesy 
that the whole mafs has been prcferved from total 
corruption. 

H 3 curity 
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curity to be found from error; until t 
man is really aod truly 

NuUius acl(]id:us jurare in verba magiftri. 

He 
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Friend ♦ to all feffs^iuf blindly /worn to nent^ 

Francis. 

The Apojlk, I Theff. v. 2i. fays» Try 
r~"prove — examine — JoK/fJifli^fTs — affay% as re- 
finers do metals, all things ; holH fajl that 
which is good. — Beloved^ faith i John iv. i ^ 
Believe not every fpirit^ but try the Jpi^ 
rits whether they an? of God, becaufe many 
falfe prophets are ^one out into the worlds 
But how is this trial to be made ? — Not 
by the poor ineffectual Jire of human wif^ 
dom — but by putting what we hear or 
read into the furnace of divine truths by 
fearcbing the fcriptures^ comparing Jpiri-t^ 
fual things with JpirituaU and whatfoeve 
will abide this, we may believe to b? 
true ; for Gop's truth, like His children 
that we read of Dan. iii. 27. the more it 
is triedi the more evidently will it appear 
to be his peculiar care, and the more glo- 
rious will it come forth. 

His having raifed up men from time 
to time, in all ages of the churchy who 
dared -f- thus to examine into the truth 

for 

* The author means, as far ^s chr\flian love and 
charity call upon him to be fo* 

t There are few more beautiful images ifi any 
poet whatfoever, th^n that, by which Mr. Prior re-? 

.^ prefents 
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for themfelves, and then to attack the^^ 
perjlition of the day in which they lived, 
is to be reckoned among the foremoft- of 
thofc Jecond cau/es, by vvhich the trutA 
hath been prcferved to us. Yet much re*** 
mains to be done, and furcly none, who 
call themfelves the real friends of man* 
kind, can help wifliing for the day, when 
thofe (hackles which have been fixed 
upon the confciences of men hy prieji-^ 
craft, bigotry^ and vulgar error^ fliall all 
drop off, and when men fhall be bound, 
in all their aftions towards Heaven and each 
other J by the ties oi jujiice^ mercy ^ and 
the love of God — Matt, xxiii. j. Luke 
xi. 42. — when whole hecatombs of feduced, 
ruined, and dckvttd females fhall ceafe to 

prefents ^he doubts and fears of the human mind, 
when determining fimply for itfelf, and the confix 
dence and boldnefs with which it a£ts, when it has 
vulgar opinion on its fide« 

Poor Alma, like a lonely deer. 

O'er hills and dales does doubtful err : 

With panting hafte, and quick furprize. 

From ev'ry leaf that ftirs, fee flies ; 

Till, mingled with the neighbouring herd, 

3he flights whit erfl: fte fipgly fear*d ; 

And now, exempt from doubt and dread. 

She dares purfue, if they dare lead : 

As their example ftill prevails, 

3he tempts the ftream, or leaps the pales. . ^ 

He then, quoth Dick, who, by your rule, 
Thinks fgr himfcif, becomes a fool. &c. 

Alma, Canto III•^ 
H 4 /^^ 
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fafs through the fire of men's luft to Aft^ 
locb^ and to be offered at the fhrine of 
projlitution. 

Fable tells us, that ^^i^ noble Atbi'^ 
nians were annually given to he devoured 
by the monfter Minotaur; that this in- 
human cuftom prevailed until Tbefeus flew 
the devourer :— we may fay of our prefent 
^em of laws, relative to the commerce of 
the fexes^ 



-piutato nomine de te 



Fabula narratur- 
Gbangi hut tbi natrn^ the f able* s told of thee. 

only with this difference, that /even vicf 
tims fafisficd the Cretan monfier^ but not 
feventy — nor feven hundred— nor fevei^ 
ithoufand /educed virgins are fufficicnt tq 
complete the quota which is annually 
furnifhcd, by the female fexy of facrifices 
to the monfter Proftitution. So it has 
long been, and fo it ftill muft be, until a 
rcftoration of God*s moft holy and Une-- 
Jicent law (hall take place among us. 

Superftition is the offspring of human 
pride * and ignorance : as thcfc are to be 

found 

♦ Thcfe hav« always l«n ftft friends to 
other 9 and moft vietertnined/T^r to all 
nofiadieir inSacnor over the miiHls of 
oificulties which they h^ve laud ia tir 
^ifcoveries or revivjils oftnA^voiW^ 
Jiiefui as veil » of itligioi^ ut ■ 
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found in the nature of every child of 
&llen jlJam ; fo, as thefe zrc more or /e/s 
fubdued by the power of divine trutn, 
Juperjlitim will lefs or more bear its fway 
in religious matters. 

By fuperjiitiony I would be underftood 
to mean — a devotion wbicb has no founda- 
tion in the revealed will of God y and either 
refts in the imagination of the party, or 
owes its ian^on to fome miftnterpreta-' 

tion 

^e acauaipted wijth t^e hiftoiy of the world. When, 
after the darknefs of many ages, the firft dawn of 
Jeaming and tafte began to appear in Europe^ learned 
men in different countries began to cultivate ^^rv* 
namy: Galileo^ a Florentine^ about 1610, introduced 
the ufe of tele/copes J which difcovered new arguments 
in fupport of the motion of the earth, and con- 
firmed the old ones, which had before been made 
ufe of by Copernicus ; but fuch were the pride and 
ignorance of mankind, and fuch the fury and bigo« 
try of the priefisy that Galileo was forced to re- 
nounce the Copemican fyftem as a damnable herejf. 
This very philofophf is now, as improved by Sir 
Ifaac Newton, adopted as the true iyftem of the 
univerfe. By this, and many other inftances which 
might be given, we may judge hoW fmall the bias of 
popular opinion ought to tie, where truth is concerned. 
Tliis obfervation may be illuftrated ftiil farther, if 
we confider the oppofition given to the introdu<^oQ 
of the ^inquina or Jefuits bark, about the mid- 
dle of the laft century, now almoft univerfally ac- 
« kno«rlc4ged to be one of the greateft and beft re- 
— ^'"illjAc wjiole province of medicine ;— and, in 
Lipeie the whole college alarmed at the 
-xd by Dr. Jamesy now proved 
' ^^ammaiory fevers f—What 
*' button inror, bc- 
caufe 
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for the maintenance of abfurdities too pal^ 
pable and grofs to conceal themfelvcs 
jrom the diicovery of our out%pard Jenjes i 
yet believed, or profefled to be believed, 
py whole nations oC profefling Chrijiians^ 
who are taught to look no farther than 
the authority of the churchy and to fubmit 
their mderfiandings and confciences to the 
dominion of men * Hh themjehe^. A nae-f 
Jancholy proof this of the fuperjiition and 
JoUy to which vvre are expofed, when 
once we can yield our affent to popular 
opinion, without giving ourfelves the 
trouble tofearch the fcriptures^ as the Bb^ 
reans did (A£ts xvii. ii.) and to enquir? 
for ourfelves whether thefe things are fo. 

Free enquiry^ when exercifed with an 
honeft defire to know and to dq the will of 
God, is not only the privilege ^ but alfo 
the duty of every reafonable creature^ To 
believe a propofition becaufe it has the 
fandtion of popular opinion^ worldly cujioms, 
and human lawsy may as well land us in 
Popery as in Protejlantifmy or in Heathenifm 
^ in Chrijiianityy or in any thing elfe 
which it is the fafliion to believe in the 

• There is fomctjiing very fevere, but very true> 
in that farcafm on the ignorance of Romi/h priefts, 
lind the criiuKty of the people, which 4/. De Vol- 
fairf^ in his tragedy of Oedipus ^ puts into fhe mouth 
§iju^ 

4fr8f t!fi qu*uti vain peupU penfe % 
^ fcicnce, 

country 
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country where our lot is caft. Brethren^ 
faith PauU (i Cor. xiv. 20.) be not 
children in underjianiing^ but in under^ 

Jlanding be men. Saith i Pet. iii. 15. Be 
ready always to give an an/wer to every 
man that ajketh you a reafon of the hope 
that is in you — that is, a fcripturaU "Uf^y 
znAfolid reafon. But how can this be 
done, unlefs we acquaint ourfelves with 
fome better foundation of our hope^ than 
the bare ipse dixit, the mere *' say 
** so," of any man, or all men put to- 
gether ? 

One of the worft properties of fuperfti-- 
tion is, that, when it becomes inve- 
terate, when grown old by long cuftom 
and ufage, having defcendcd from father 
to fon, from generation to generation, it 
is as difficult to eradicate it out of the 
body politic^ as to expel a long, fixed, 
chronical difeafe out of the natural body. 
In fome inftances, perhaps in moji, no- 
thing but dijjolution itfelf can effeft it. 
The Popes fupremacy and infallibility — 
the do<3:rines of mafles for the quick and 
dead — indulgences— ^^/ft;^ of the (even fa- 
craments — the celibacy of priefts— tran- 
fubftantiation — the adoration of the hoft 

—the worfliip of images and relics—^ 

praying to the Virgin Mary— the inveiu-* 

tion of purgatory — and other "^ 

fuperjlitionsy are fo ingrafrft^ 

conftitution of the ) 
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they can never be deftroyed, without de« 
Aroying that political fairicy which they 
call THE CHURCH, itfelf. This aduaily 
happened at iht Reformation — thefe things 
- being abolifhed, there was an end fo far 
of the church ofRome. 

When we refled on the fuperjlitum 
with regard ^o marriage^ which has fb 
long reigned in the cbrijlum churchy and 
is as much intervoven with our laws^ as 
the other fuperjiitions before mentioned 
once were^ we may perhaps fear that this 
can never be deftroyed, without deftroying 
the whole fabric of thofe laws which 
fupport it. 

Still fuperfiitim is fuptrjlitiony however 
venerated or dignified; and every man 
who endeavours to dtttGt it, and to de-« 
ilroy its mifchievous fupremacy over the 
minds of men, is equally a friend to re- 
ligion and to mankind. The zealots on 
the fide of the fuperjiitum will make an 
heavy cry againu the deteSor^ as the Pa- 
pifts did againft the Reformers 9 or as the 
Ephefians did againft Paul when he at- 
tacked their great Diana, whom all 
Asia itnd the world worjkipped^ (Aftsxix. 
a6, 27.) by teaching, that they are no 
Gods- which be made by hands. But our 
g|priou8 B^ormers^ knowing that they had 
*^-^^ tiiith -of God on their fide, boldly 
\ 'BB Paul on the fiune principle 
tfore them; oothiDg could 

prevail 



prevail on them to be filent in the im-» 
portant caufe which they had undertaken^ 
until, happily for themfelves, and^ for 
fuccceding generations^ they found the 
force of that faying — Magna eft Veritas & 
fravalebit. — Great is the truth> 

AND WILL PREVAIL. 

I would not be underftood aS giving 
the name of fuperftition to every circum- 
ftance of worfhtp and religion which is not 
to be found in the Bible. Let all things 
be done decently and in order y is the di- 
reftion of an infpired Apojiky i Cor, xiv^ 
40. Many things may be obferved and 
ufcd for thefe purpofes, not only inno-» 
cently, but with much expediency ) and 
while they are looked upon only in thirf 
light, they ought to have due reverence, 
and to be fubmitted to for the Lord's fake^ 
i Pet. ii. 13. But when once certain ap«* 
pendages of human invention, are put in 
the place of, or made to fupcrfede the 
obligation oi divine injiitutionsy there thcV 
ereft themfelvesintoTzz/^^f^^Vw^/, and, w. 
far from claiming reverencey deferve ♦ anf^ 
tempt and abhorrence y more efpccially when 



* A ftronger cafe than any abova hinted 
us in the holy fcrittUTeu The hr^^Sfni^fifftfS^ 
by God Himfel^ as a ^lorJA"^.^v^ 
ciFiED, but now nxj^LT^-^ 
ter times, it was abufed 
and idolatrjy • iMft bfHf 

Comp. Numibk.^fiiii* 

xviii. 4* 



^4tt^«rf^^;^. 



they are attended with rvin^ av;i?*tr-,f.v'r, 
and dejolathn to thoullinds, whom the hw 
of God was formed to proted and to pre- 
fervc. 

I have before compared the dhtKe infti- 
tution of marriage to thofe other divhtf 
injiitutions of baptifm and the Lord's 
/upper y as equally ordained of God, there- 
fore equally exempt from the controul of 
man with refpeA to its ejence and ohliga^ 
tion in God's fight. Laws which mea 
may make to alter or change thefe, are to 
be confidered as ipjb faSto null and void 
with regard to the confcience, other wife 
the ordinances of Heaven might in time 
become no ordinances at all. Though 
the Pope has banifhcd the cup from the 
adminiflration of the Lord's Supper, and 
thus abolifhed one half of the divine in- 
ftitution with refpeft to the laity y yet this 
cannot make the leaft alteration as to the 
eflence and obligation of the thing itfelf 
in God's fight ; the entire facrament re- 
mains jufi: where Christ left it, though 
wan bos put afimder ivbat God bath joined 
Ugetber. So is it with the ordinance of 
W^$marriage'^tho(€ who zxtjmud togetber by 
^ that onKi&ncc by which they are pronctin- 
I ccd ampjb^ OTt te^ tad mn£t rctroiitt f^y hy 
L^ek^ of the £vme cotntxaaui, th/^-//, all 
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Superjiition fays othcrwifc, — It has loiig 
taught us to tread the ordinance of God 
under foot, to vacate its obligation, to 
deftroy its efficacy, to deny its validity ^ 
and marriage is now fuppofed to confift in 
a human ceremony^ adminiitered by 2l fellow^ 
creature f and that on fuch terms and condi-* 
lions i as the fancy and imagination of man^ 
kind have fird invented and then impofed. 

Marriage was inflituted, and it» one or- 
dinance appointed, tboufands of years be- 
fore there were buildings called churches 
or chapels— Jietples — bells — Popijh priefis"^ 
or mafs^books. It is, as inftituted by the 
God of nature, fimply one and the famt 
throughout all ages and generations, there- 
fore one and the /aiwf as to its import^ vali* 
dity^ and obligation, in the fight of God. 

The particular laws which it pleafed 
the Almighty to ordain for the Donour 
of his own moral government, and for the 
feace, v^ltare, and good order of Joaety 
in general, as well as for the protedion 
and defence of the inJi^^Ju^ls whidi com- 
pofc it, were clearly revealed by God at 
ALxtt $i/iM\ and committed to writing 
by M.yh. Thele law$ can ne\'cr alicf^ 
much laV ^ivc way to the /iip^rjiitiuLi in« 
veations ot men* but tVani on itcocd^ 
bcAr their teitimonv ag-^ntt all 
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Thcfe iaws dcclare> that tf any man bo 
found lying with a woman betrothed or 
married to an hufband^ it is adukery in 
iotb^ and both muft die — but if with 
zvirgin not betrothed^ Jbe jkall he bis wife 
^^he may not put her away ell his days-^ 

BECAUSE HE HAS HUMBLED HER. Thc 

reafon here given is very plain and 
conclufive^ but with us it is no reafon 
at alJ» we (pradically at leail) read the 
law thus— y&4f Jhall not be his wife — he 
may put her artcay when he pieafesj thcugb 
he has humbled her — onlefs a certain 
human being called a friefi — reads oat of 
a icrvice-book a certain farm tf wcrds^ 
called ^form of foiemnszatixm cf Matrimasnj 
-—in 2 certain place, called a parifi church 
^H- chapel^ and all this in coilipliance with 
a certain human law made for that por« 
pofe. — ^The whole is dependent en thc 
humour of the parties, for if either he 
bale or wicked enough to depart frdm 
Aeir engagement before God, and to tc^ 
fufe a compliance with the astward cere^ 
moxyy no legal refbraint is laid on tbeir 
tbtd departure from each other; tiz^ 
may uttorly divorce each other for crcr— 
and this^ tkoa^ God's law pcfitivclj 
it, m words dear and plain a.i 
^xfim-heam, 

^ what ii abcvc cb- 

Wf^ fiiU is^ amd cfcr 

I wia 
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V)ill be, the Divine mind and will upon the 
fubje6t of marriage^ and of that ordi- 
nance by which it is efFed:ed in the fight 
of GoD» No outward ceremony could add 
to its obligation, and accordingly we find 
no trace of any fuch thing in the fcrip- 
ture ; the ceremonial appointment of the 
paying ih^Jifty Jhekels to the damfeVs fn'^ 
ther^ fcems to be the only outward recog^ 
nition of the contrail which appears unde^ 
the law of Mofes ; but not a veftige dc^ 
we find of the interference of priefts, o^C 
rites and ceremonies of matrimony being an ^g 
j>art of the temple fervice. The Jews indeed^B 
in after times invented many rites and «— — 
remonies * upon the occafion ; but as nonces 
of thefe are to be found in holy writ^^^ 
they cannot be fuppofed in the leaft cf- 
fential to the ordinance of marriage. I 

appears 



* A particular account of thefe may be feen in-^^ 
jBrr/<^i/5ff, Hift. Lib. vol. ii. p. 179. None of thcn pu^* 
arc to be found in the law of Mofcs^ but confift ( 
\*arious inventions of their own ; though one hi 
particular, mentioned Matt. xxv. i — 7. feems 
ha\ c been borrowed from the heathen cuftoms — that < 
the tr'uuTrzojn conducting th- hridi to his houfe 
the light of torches at night. 

Horn. IL 2. L '' 

Along the ftrect the new-made h 
^Vith ij9\trs flamirg, Co cheai 




i5 Ton 'iiiL' ^:ai "2:; magt. - 2222". r 

ncr fs^ Err xvixessl "*"'*" -■•^^ JCt mr 
fight if Oia- trigr ^-st jsrx^tzm nta: 

tSobr -voici iSjiiEC ur?:.TL :.:r -:i«r- isr 
isL lat Haf a&c 11 ji: viL^ipr* -1 tjc 11^ 
cf Gi:5. if i i^Ef "a: Ijn^.ujur wsl. h, 
die bcKcr iiif rzr^joirsar^, ht v^uzmL sits: a. 
resEr £315- ir if/.r^cw: £l: r us: 7:.a^ i»- 

woiic ^aiiaTg" ttCibsn.!: 1: tirt isrr iiKs^ 

fir Vu.tm, ±.r^. • li- ■vk. 22. 
.iSsmh HDVK nnx&t fz=!S . i:3. cis'^iir uaor 



jr!*TEiPr tif* i^'^in;,^ 



shrioiB life 'TOidi -oir Bi.?.Kr-z:i E^.'itr? 



rent.— 
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rent.— So a man and a wom^in Joined toge-: 
ther according to God's ordinance, though 
they died before any outward human cere- 
mony, would die juft as much buJbanA 
and wife in God's account, as if all the 
ferviccs which men ever invented had 
been red over them. This in every cafe 
—no prior engagement on the mans fide 
was pleadable in bar of the divine law ; its 
obligation afFed:ed all men alike, nothing 
could vacate or fet it afide more with re- 
fpeft to one man than another. The words 
of the law, as hath been before fhewn 
at large, do not authorize any exception, 
and where any is made, it is not GoD 
but man that makes it, but with no more 
authority than the cup is denied to the 
Fopijl^ laity in the Lord's Supper — this 
wants fcripture for its warrant, and fo 
doth the other.— In fhort, human autho- 
rity militates againft the word of God — 
T^he prophets prophefy faljly^ (faith Jer. 
V. 31.) and the priejis bear rule by their 
means — and the people love to have it Jo. — No 
doubt, while they can gratify their paf- 
lions, without the leaft obligation to pro- 
tcA or provide for as their wives, thi^ 
virgins they debauch, they will love thp 
fu^rJHtion which indulges them» and hate 
. the /(Mv which reftrains them — they will 
contend for the mle oipriefis in the affair 
' \ fvrnage, and believe that without 
'•'• their 



[ ti7 ] 

their interference, there can be no mar^ 
riage allowed^ or divorce forbidden. 

How this fuperjiition fhould firft arife in 
the Chriftian church, is very accountable 
from the propenfity of the human mind 
towards inventions of its own in religious 
matters. The children of Adam are very 
apt to tread in the fteps of their Jirji pa^ 
rents, and to be wife above what is com^ 
manded. It flatters the pride of the heart, 
when fome fcheme of feeming piety is in- 
vented, which bids fair to fet the projec-^ 
tor, in his own opinion at leaft, above the 
level of more fcriptural profejfors. We 
fhould never have heard of works of * fu-^ 
pererogation, if there were not a much 
higher gratification of human pride, and 
felf- conceit, in thinking we do over and 
above what God hath commanded, than 
in walking by the plain written rule of 
God's word. We have but to read the 

. • We may o})ferve, that the laws of God have 
fieen profaned and infulted two ways : i. By invint" 
xng fvoris which they have not commanded : 2. By 
making fin where they have made none. As for the 
trade of Jin-makings it has been a very lucrative 
branch of commerce to the church of Rami^ by in- 
creai}hg the demand for licences^ indu^gencesy dtfpen^ 
fattens^ &c, I am forry to be obliged to confefs, that 
our Phttftant church is not quite clear of this trafl^ — 
If a matter is /w7 in itfelf^ what licence or difpenfa- 
tion can ju^ify it? if it be ««/ evily what need of 
licence or difpenfation ? unlefs it be, th^ty^;^^ are to 
l^iin by the credulitj of others. 

; J 3 hiftories 
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hiftorics of the Popijh faints^ and wc (hall 
find fomc uncommandcd heights of mor-t 
tification, bear a price beyond all th^fcrip^ 
tural felf-denial which is to be met with 
—an hair ftiirt — a girdle with iron ipikes 
in it — macerating the body by aufterc faft* 
ing— ^or lacerating the flcfh with whips an4 
fcourges — together with other uncom-p 
manded inHances of the oJ^^i^%\fL et^^fjMTCCjf 
which the Apo/lle mentions — Col. ii. ?3^ 
—will let a ropijlo^ afcctic into a ftatc of 
fpiritual pride little fhort of madnefs :— ' 
the cell — the cloyfter — the abjiaining frm 
meats J nvhich God hath created to be received 
ivilh thank/giving^ of them which befieve and 
know the truth (i Tim. iii. 4.) ; but above 
AX^forbidding to viarry (ver. 3.) though 
rendering millions * of men and women 
ufclels in their generation, and, as far aS' 
in them lies, delrroyers of the human fpe-f 
cies, contrary to the primary decree of 
Hcavc;n, Gen. i, 28. — all thele are look-, 
ed upon as the -f- heights oi purity and re-. 
Hgioiis pcrfctlion. 

Thcfe. 

* Mcnicry was pretty well cflabWhcd in tbe tin^; 
of Ccn^hinthuy early in the fourth century. ItbcKaq* 
ill the i^..//Vr;j countries, in Mgypt^ A^/^iim, aadjR(i[^ 
^.;, before it was introUiiccd into the Wf^nm\ 
the RcfKuii empire. In the fourth MMH^ '^ 
bors oi fr.zuks and 7iUHs^ in Mcfft «&■ 
::tuty'/ix tloujand* See yi^tuft ' 
i05, i:,J. . ■' 

t How far they proved foL 
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Thefe things \¥cre fcurfecn and fbirrdid 
by that Spirit which knoweth wtax is in 
man — fee Tim. iv. i, &c — The ^f^/Ses 
were icarcdycold in their graves^ wnea 
theie feducing J^hrits^ tran^itrmmg thoh- 
Jehes mto angels of Sg^f, began to work. 
One grand defign ot Saiam^ in all that 
he does» is the deftruftion of die immitm 
race-, hence we may account for thoib 
plans of celibacy which make fuch a 
figure in the hiftory cf the Cbr^km 
church. Dr. WiUiam Cave^ a celebrated 
hiftorian of primitive Chri/Hamiy^ in cb. v. 
tells us, that " the CAri/iians of ♦ thofe 

" times 

Hift. Reform, vol. i. p. 191. and in Ht/l* ofPt ^i/^ 
vol. ii. p-43i,432.— Whtn vifitors were appointed hj 



Hen. VIIl. to enquire into the Jtm^ty of tbc i 
^friis — the above-mentioned authors have recofded 
the black return which was made. See alio AUer^ 
Church Hiji. lib. vi, 

• " The fathers began from early times to talk 
** weakly and injudicloufly upon the fubjeft of mot* 
** riage^ and to cry up a fiogle life above meafiire* 
•• Till, about the time of Confiontine^ notions were 
" entertained, which afterwards helped to fi}l the 
•* world with drones, mendicants, fanatics, and 
^ imaginary demoniacs, not to mention other bad 
^ cofiiequences. 

^'4iMnrofe^ in the fourth century, was a violent 
^'I^Utbi tot celibacy, and affirms, that Ahxanirid^ 
^mdthej^tf^, where there was the greateft 
Ugiws virgins J were thinfrre more 
ber countries.'' . ytrtin^ vol. ii* 
MDt worthy Su Putrid himtelf I 
nturyj Salvian^ and other cele<- 
I 4 t* brated 
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.^* times' were fo far from breaking in upon 
^* unchafte embraces, that they frequently 
** abftained even from lav^ul plcafurcs, 
^^ and kept themfelves even from the ixh 
^^ nour^ble and undefiled bed, never mar- 
■^* rying all their life. We are, fays Or- 
^^ taviusy chaile in our fpeech, and chaAe 
^* in our bodies, and very many of us, tho* 
^* we do not boaft of it, do inviolably pre* 
•* ferve a perpetual virginity; and arc io 
^* far from any extravagant defires after 
** inceftuous mixtures, that many ftand at 
** a diftance from the moft chafte and mo- 
** deft embraces. Thus Juftin Martyr 
^^ tells the emperors, that, among tnc 
*' Chrijiiansj there were a great many of 
** either fex, who for fixty or feventy 
^^ year§ ha4 kept themfelves fingle and 
•* ungorrupt, and he wiihed that the like 
f^ could. be fhewn in all * other forts of 
*^ men/' Here was a foundation laid for 
people in after timqs to combine them^ 

i^ brated writers, gave it as thpir opinion, that nona 
y^ were truly and perfedily holy, but thofe who alh- 
y^ Jlained from matrimony, ^^ Mofli. vol. i. p. 255. 
In the fixth century began the reign of ijntellefbual 
darknefs, which lafted for a ihoufand years, y.ndeif 
the fuperftition and buffoonery of the church of Rmu^ 
till it ^egan to be difpelled by the Proteftsuit refgcM 
matioA i^ the fixteen^h century. 

f How glorioufly would this have inci 
devU^s triumph over that primarv comm 
ful, (1^4 mult if l^ J and rtfUni^ ib$ €0 
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ielves into diftind focietieSi to confider 
marriage as a lefs pure ftate than cetibacy^ 
and therefore to bind themfclves under 
vows oi perpetual cbajiityy as they called it. 
Indeed fo early as xht^fecond century, there 
were a fet of people who called marriage 
^^ a carnal thing, and unlawful for C6r^ 
^* tians under tlie gojpel.*' 

Thofe zealots among the primitive /a* 
tbers and Chrijiiansy who thought ** mar- 
*^ riage for once allowable, yet held it in a 
^'^fecond * inftance inexcufMe^'* Dr. Cave, 

♦ The Rmans held it difhonourable for a woman 
jp marry twice ; they judged i^ to be a criminal in-? 
continence, and a tacit breach of the promifes made 
in her firft marriage. Hence Firgily in thofe beau- 
tiful lines, makes Dido, tht widow of Sicbaus, fay— 

- Sed mihi vel tellus optem prius in;a dehifcat^ 
Vel Pater omnipotens adigat me fulmine ad u,mbras^ 
fallentes umbras Erebi^ noffemque profundc^m. 
Ante pudor quam te vioJoy fcf tua jura refolvo. 
Ille meoSy primus qui riie Jibi junxity amores 
AbJluUt\ ille haheat fecumy fervetque fepulchrc9 
But firft let yawning earth a paflfage rend. 
And let pie through the dark abyfs defcend ; 
Firft let avenging Jove, with flames from high^ ^ 
Drive down this body to the nether (ky, > 

• Condemned with ghofts in endlefs night to lie; J 
Before I'break the plighted faith I gave : J 

-. No J .he who had my vows fhall ever have, > 

• Fpr, Yrl^om I lov'd on eaf th, I worlhip in the grave, j 

• • X '^ ' - ' Dryden. 
Ib^Mlnpare this with i Cor. vii. 39. Heb. 

a^.P?fi^gcs '^^ fcripture, we Aiall find, 
ut fe^d marriages, refembled 
Oiri/lianity. 

ia 
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fa t t«ry cfdrametnlabk zeal far the virtues 
ixf thefe people, throws the beft veil he 
caiK over their fol/iej, and makes the beft 
cicqie he can invent for them«*~'^ Indeed 
*• it cannot be denied^"' ikys he, *♦ but 
^ that niany of die antient fathers-^-^^Terw 
^y tktlianr Cyprian^ Hierom% and others^ did 
^* inveigh againfl^/Sw;r^ marriages with to6 
^ Xf^vsc}^ himmefs znd Jeverityy violently 
^* prelTing many pafTages in fcripture to 
^ ierve the caxxi^ftraining the ftring man^j^ 
^f*. times till it cracked again, and not 
^ flicking to cenfure and condemn fecond 
« marriages as little better than adultery. 
!• Hear what one of their apologtfls fays to 

V it :•«— Amongft p^j ev^ry man reniains aa 
^ be was born, or engages himielf in one 
** only marriage j for as for fecond mar* 

V triages, they are but a more plauiible or 
'* decorous kind of adultery, our Lord 
** afluring us, that wbofoever puttetb away 
*^ his'wife^ and taketb another^ ccmmitteth 
*' adultery : — which text, as alfo another 
'* of like importance, how perverfcly he 
** interprets, and impertinently applies to 
*^ his purpofe, I am not willing tp re- 
'< member." 

However abfurd fuch an interpretation of 
the above fcripture may appear to us, be- 
caufe we are not involved in all Xhtjiiperjii^ 
tion of thofe days, yet it is not more fq than 
interpreting the wprds as fome of our morcj 

modera 
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modern commentators do, to <:ohd€mii 
^fygamy. --^Putting away a wife by a bill jf 
4k)or cement J and marrying another , is at Icjift 
jis good a phrafe for putting a dead wcmiaii 
under gronnd, and marrying zjecond, as for 
taking two wives together^ or for keeping a 
Bving one, and taking another to her. 

St. Jeromf (as he is called) who lived 
in the 4th, and in the beginning of the 
5th centwhy^ adually w-rote ftgainft «wr- 
riagey and numbers it among thofe things 
which zxtrperfe mala (le vitiqfa^-^^* evil an J 
*^ vicious in themfelves/'-r— See Beza on 
J Cor. vii. 1. No wonder that this four 
monk of Palejiine fbould inveigh fo bitterly 
fis he did againft fecond marriages of all 
forts* 

It has been remarked, that of all the 
praifers of virginity^ Jerome feems to 
have performed his part the b^ft; who 
calls Eujiocbium the nunhi^ lady^ becaufc 
fhe was thtjpoufe of hisX^^, and reminds 
the mother of this lady, that (he had the 
honour to be God's mothrrin-'/aW'^Socrus 
Dei. jfortjn. Rem. on Eccl. Hift.'vol. ii. 
p. 170. 

Ambroffj PrefciSt and afterwards bifliop 
of Milan^ who alfo lived in the 4th cen-- 
fury, was a violent declaimer in favour of 
virginity, and, in a treatife on that fubjedi?, 
Jie exhorts ** girls to enter into nuffneries, 
^* though againji the vfill of tktir parents ^ 

"^ ^ The 
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: Tfoe progrefs of /uperjiifion in this 4th 
century y^ and the, erroneous notions which- 
fv^V2^cdy excited the zeal of many > to 
Hbua, the t6ri;^ni The moft enunent of 
itficl^ worthy oppofers was Jovinian, an 
Italian monk I v^ho, towards the con-^ 
cIoticHi of thiff cpntury, taught firft at 
Komi, and then at Milan, that ^'thofe who 
f*^ faffed their daysJn unfociable celibacy^ 
•* were not moi ^ acceptable ii> the eyes of 
** Go-D, than thofe who lived viirtuoufly 
f^ in the bonds of marriage/* Thefe and 
«>ther judicious-opinions, which many be- 
gan: to "adopt, were firft condemned by the 
church oiRom€y and afterwards hyAmbrofe, 
ifi a council held at Milan, anno 3.90. The 
emperor Honor ius feconded thefe authori-^ 
tative proceedings by the yiplence of the 
fecular arm — anfwered the ji>dicious rea^ 
ibnings of Jovinian by the terror of coer- 
cive and penal laws — and baniihed this 
pretcjjded heretic tp the illand Boa. Jo'- 
mnian publiihed his opinions in a book, 
againft which Jerome, in the following 
centiiry,^ wrote a moft bitter and abufive 
ireatifc, which is ftill extant. See Mo^ 
Jheim^ Edit. Maclaine, wo\. \. 203, 204. 

In the beginning of the 5th century a-- 
rofe Vigilantius, a man r?niarkable for his 
learning and eloquejice, who was born in 
Caul, and went from thence into Spain^ 
where he performed the functions 'of a 

preJbyUr^ ^ 
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frejbyter. This man, honouring GodV 
word above the traditions and fiiperfiitio^ 
of thofe times, boldly fkpt forth, and' 
bore his teftimony agalnft th« opinioijs anct 
manners of the reigning demagogues, ^anJl 
efpecially on the fubjedts of celibacy andt 
marriage^ together with the ridiculous au£* 
terities of a monajiic life. There werc^ 
among the Gallic and Spanijh bifhops, fe- 
yeral that fided with Vigilantius ; but y^- 
rome, the great moni of the -age, aflaileft 
this bold reformer with fuch bitternefs anif 
fury, that nothing but his filencc cosld 
preferve his life, from the intemperate ragt? 
ef bigotry ^nd /uperjiit ion. And the natntf 
of good Vigilantius remains ftill in the Jifi 
of heretics -, which is acknowledged to be 
authentic by thofe, who without any re- 
gard to their awn judgment, or the de- 
clarations of fcripture, followed blindly 
the decijions of antiquity. See. Mojheini, 
vol. i. 255, 256. 

Jero?ne's Epiftle again ft Vigilantius is a 
curiofity in its kind, and may be found in 
the cclleSiion printed at T'ourJiay, duodeci- 
mo, p. 601. He fets out with obferving 
how many " monjlers have appeared in^be 
** world, fuch as Centaurs, Syrens, Cerbe^ 
*' rus, the Chimera, Geryon, &c/' At laft 
Vigilantius is introduced as one of thd 
greateft monjlers of all, ** who,'' he £ell$ 
\%, ^* with an unclean fpirit fights againil 

'* the 
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^f the Spirit of Christ ; for that iic Calls 
•* continency, herefy— and cbifjiity, the 
** ieminary of luft/'— In Abort, the poor 
man had written on the behalf of mar-^ 
riage^ and plainly faw what muft be the 
end of the pretended fchemes of cbafiity^ 
which the monks had efpoufed. But J^ome 
proceeds — ^^ Proh nefas ! Epifcop^s fui 
** fceleris dicitur habere confortes, ii ta-* 
^* men Epifcopi nominandi funt, qui non 
^* ordinant Diaconosy nifi prius uxores 
•* duxerint, nulli caelibi credentes pudi-* 
*^ citiam, & nifi praegnantes viderint uxo- 
** res clericorum, infantefque de ulnis 
♦• matrum vagientes, Christi facramenta 
i* non tribuunt. Quid facient orientis ec- 
*^ clefiac ? Quid iEgypti & fedis apofto^ 
** licsB, quae, aut virgines clericos . acci- 
** piunt, aut continentes, aut, fi uxores 
*^ habuerint mariti effe defiftunt? Hoc 
^^ docuit Dormitantius libidini fraena per-* 
*^ mittens, & naturalem carnis ardorem, 
*^ qui in adolefcentia plerumque fervefcit, 
^^ fuis hortatibus duplicans, immo extin-* 
guens coitu foeminarum: ut nihil fit 
quo difl:emus a porcis, quo liiiFeramils 
** a brutis animantibus, quo ab equis. dd 
^* quibus fcriptum ^H-^Equi infanientes in 
** feminas faiii funt mihi: unufquifque m 
** uxQ^em proximi fui hinniebat. Jer. v. 8. 
.^^ Hoc eft quod loquitur per David Spiri-^ 
5* tU9 ^^ti&M^-^NoUte fieri f cut equus & 

*^ mu/ut 
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*• muks quibus non efi intelk^nt ifc rtirfiiilr 

de Dormitantio & fociis eju's-— Ih chsmhf 
& frcno maxillas eorum conftrin^ ^lil 
non approxiraant ad te/' — ^* O ^bbth?- 
•* nable fhamei he fFigtlantius) h Md Ctt 
^^ have bi/bsps partners of his wkkedncls^ 
^* if fuch arc to be called bijhops, v/hodf^ 
** not ordiftn deacons unlefs they iM?*ft fee 
*' )w^nr£?//-— believing there is no dbnsftif^ 
in a ^i^^iJ? /»^» I and unlefs they ^ tW 
wives of the clergy pregnafit^ a*i4 in- 
fants Crying ih the arnis of thck itio* 
there, they do not commit to thcv^ d» 
power of adminiflering the jMMmenu 
^ of Christ* 

^* What muft the E^em chttrchcs A>> 
** What thofc of Mgypt and of the ,4^^ 
^* tolical Jee -^ {}. X. Rome) — who receive 
*^ clergy that arc virgins^ or continent^ cf 
^* who, if they have whes, * c&St from 
V being huibands ? 

" Thus taught DormitantitiC (N. fi*— a 
Jilfypun on the name of VigilantiusJ **^givin^ 
** the reins to licentioufnefs ^ and doubling, 
f ^ by his eichortations, the natural ardof 
** of the.fleih, which ufually grows w^dl 
^* in youth, yea, even extinguifhing it by 
*^ intcrcourfe with women. So that iSxttt 
^^ may be pothing in which we ihould 
** be diftin^uifhed from hogs^ Or in Which 
f* Wte ihould differ from brute heafts^ >n4 
^* even the i^ry?/— •concerning which it is 
- 9 ' 4« written 
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•* wkXtsicar^RagmgJbr women, they are be-^ 
• ^^^mi /9 me as Jbor/es ; every one neighed 
** ^^htr bis neighbour s wife. Jer, v. 8; 
'* This is what the Holy Spirit fpeaks 
•'^ by David— B^ ye not like to horfe of 
^^ muk^ which have no underjlanding — and 
*^ *4gain» concerning Dormitantius and his 
^* JiUowS'^ConJirain their jaw^-bones with a 
^^ bit and a, bridle, lejl they approach unto 
** tbeeJ* Pf. xxxii. 9. 

The reader has here a fample of the 
fpirit of thofe times with regard to mar-- 
riage, particularly of the clergy ; likewife 
of the candour, fairnefs, and good man- 
ners, with which thofe were treated, who 
dared, like FigilantiUs, to ftep forth in the 
caufe of fcripture, common fenfe, and truth, 
againft fuperjiition, folly, and error ; alfd 
of the ridiculous abtd/e and perver^n of 
fcripture, in order to maintain the reign- 
ing fuperjiition. Laftly, we may obferve; 
in what Jerome fays, about " the bijhops 
•* refufing to ordain deacons unlefs their 
** wives were with child,'' &c. that a little 
lying and fcandal was efteemed of Angular 
ufe. See before, vol. i. p. 303. n. 

It fhould feem that the feverity with 
regard to fecond marriages was afterwards 
relaxed, as to the laity at leaft ; but a third 
was prohibited by feveral councils ;: and 
the emperor Leo, in the pth. century, 
publiflied an edid, fubjei^ng ihofc whd 

^married 
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marrjeii thricii^ to the penalties wJikh had 
been decreed againft them by the antient 
cquricils, HQWfeVfir, . this tmperOr was fairly 
caught in his aw« fnare\ for whea ha 
wanted to revoke that edi(fbiin his owii 
cajfc, |he ciergy would not fuiffer it; - : "^ 

Th^ emperor Leo, who reigned at Coff^ 
^antinopky muxitdifour timefi, for' which 
the then. Patriarch excommunicated him. 
Hp begged! tp'be reftored, but in tfsffnj upon 
which he depofed Nicolaus Myfikui, who^had 
exco(pipunicated him, from the J^4tfmr^v6-i 
uUy cpjifined him to. a monaftry> and placed 
pne Enfhymius Synceilus in his rd6m4 - ThiS 
qccafioned a fchifm in the chorGh, fotoe 
of the clergy fiding with NicoJau^ fotne 
y/lthi' Enthymius. Though EntJfymms ti^ 
ftored Leo to the communion of the faith-* 
ful, yet he refolutely oppofed him, wh^, 
i>y the adyipe of the fenate, he waB^aboilt 
to publifh an edxtS, declaring it lawful i6 
marry z fourth, time^ Nor would th« 
clergy fuffer the emperor to revoke his for^ 
mer ^t//<!?; againft thofe who married thrice. 
See Ant. Univ. HtjS^. voLxvii. p. 79. 

By all this we may learn, how early the. 
mjlfierjf of iniquity began to work, in a com- 
bination of church and fiate^ againft th* 
prerogative of Heaven^ with refped:- to. 
marriage^ by men taking upon themfelves 
to decide upon the lawfulnefs or unla^fulnefs 
of marriages, either independently on the 
Scriptures, or in total oppofition to them ; 

Vol. II, K like wife 
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likewifc to miiiiiterpret and mifapply them 
to juftify their proceedings. 

But to return to the primitive Cbrijiians^ 
Had thefe people attended properly to the 
fcriptures^ inftead of the workings of their 
own imaginations^ they would not have 
been led into a difparagement of marriage^ 
either when entered into in one or more in- 
ihnjCcis, As to marriage itfelf, it was in-^ 
ftituted when man ftood in the likenejs and 
image of God, in a ftate of much higher 
purity and hoUnefs than any can now know 
on this Jide heaven ; therefore it muft have 
been in all refpedts confident with fucb a 
(late. One of the two perfons recorded in 
fcripture to have been tranjkted into heaven^ 
that bejhwU n^t fee death (Heb, xi. 5.) 
was a married man ; nor did he keep him-* 
fclf *^ from the honourable and undefiled 
^* bed;" |or it is faid. Gen. v. 22. And 
Enoch walked with God, after be begat 
Metbufaleh^ 300 years ^ and begat fons and 
jdaugbters. 

As io fecond marriages, the calling them 
" adultery and whoredot^*' was a monftrous 
fuperftition^ amounting to a denial of the 
icriptures, which abfolutely allowed them 
as la^ul and good^ even on the woman s 
fide. Thus PW, in allufion to the law of 
Mofes^ Rom. vii. 3. So then if while her huf^ 
b(md livetbjhe be married to another man, Jhe 
jbaU be called an adult erefs \ but if her huf- 

band 



ifOnd be dedd^ Jhe is free from that iaw^ ^ 
that floe is no adulter efsj though floe ie mar^ 
tied to another man. And again — This vnfe 
is bound by the law as long as her hujband 
Kvetb ; but if her bufband be deadj flje is at 
liberty to be married to whom floe will^ Sec. 
2 Cor. vi. 14. Comp. i Tim. v* 14. 

So that we fee what little dependence iS 
to be placed on primitive fathers and Chrif^ 
tians, or indeed on any thing elfe but the 
written word of God itfelf— ^compared 
with itfelf^explaincd by itfelf^ The truth 
we come at by thefe means is fure and 
ftedfaft, and may fafely be relied uporf, 
though all the world fliould agree to think 
otherwife. 

Dr. Caves who, as was obferved, has 
endeavoured to foften the * abfurdities of 

thefe 

♦ Thfe farther We iearclii the more will the nuTn>» 
ber of their abfurdities increafe upon us : witnds 
fome of th^ fathers and moralifts^ mentioned by Atha^-^ . 
nttftns Vintentiusy in his Notes on Theotb. Jktbms ; 
who held, that, '' Scortatio cum propria uxore com* 
*' mitti poteft, cum non liberorum quaerendonAn 
^' caufa, fed ad explendam libidinem, vel cumpraeg- 
** ilartte aut laftante res habetur." *< l7hat a man 
^* may be faid to commit whoredom with his owi 
** wifij When he hath intercourfe With her, not for 
^* the fake of having children, but to fatisfy bis df^ 
^^ ftres^ oi- when flie is with thildy or give^jlrci/^ 
If this be the cafe, how is marriage M^ remedy 
\k^\htt fornication ? and What becdmet,c|f the apoftlrs 
'^Ifihey cannot contain y Jet tkem marry yfor it is tetUt 
So marry than to htirhf i Cor. yiL 9. How dm a 

IC 2 man 



Hk^ i^ich as poflible, fays, 

tc ' _ ^\ ..le fathers and antient 

. . :aus levere in this cafe 

.. .«^iiages) yet the rigour of 

,...c will be much abated, if 

. .V. :ril us be true, that many of 

..ilagcs are not levelled againft 

u Liiarriages, but againft having 

..*wVj- at the fame time-, for, as a 

ica man has obferved, there were 

. wc ior is of digamy : i. A man's hav- 

.u; two wives at once : 2. When, the 

Oiiucr wife being dead, he married a 

iL'j/iJ time : 3. When a man on flight 

w aufe put away his wife by a bill of di- 

\ orcc, and married another." — .—With 

v^ard to this /affy it certainly could not 

tw inveighed againft too feverely ; for it is 

ivuitiary to the very inftitution of mar- 

iia^c, that a man Jfjou/d put away bis ici/e 

Uu tiny caufc, except for fornication -, as 

t'HKisr proves to the multitudes^ Matt, 

V. 32. and to the Pbarifeesy Matt. xix. 4, 

5. 6. 

man burn the lefs for having a wife, if he is to have 
no accefs to her for many months together, or in- 
deed, on fuch principles, not at eily after ihe has 
done breeding ? Yet fuch was the wifdom of jfm^ 
tn/if Jiropij Origin^ and others, who, in fuch in- 
ilanrck, by becoming wifer and helier than the fcrip- 
turn, were the inftruments of Satan^ to enfnare the 
Vonfi ienccH of thofe who had folly enough to believe 
l^hat they faid. Comp. i Cor. vix. 5. 

XO As 
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: As to the two firft, namely, '/ a Jtnan.*^ 
^* having two wives at once^ and a .man*« 
•* marrying a ^r^;/^ after the death of his 
'* firft y' however Dr. CavCy or any other 
of xYi^iv apologiftsy may endeavour to '* abate 
** the afperity of their cenfures," they 
both were efteemed by the antient Chriftians 
and primitive j/^/j6^r^ e'j^w^/^ * unlawful; 
which is not to be wondered at, when 
marriage itfelf was fo much fpoken a- 
gainft, as a ftate of lefs -f- purity and per- 
fection than celibacy, confequently the more 
and the oftener a man engaged in marriagCf 
the more impure he muft be. But the 
truth is, that there is no impurity what- 
foever in marriage , though often or but 

♦•In.the Niocafarienjtan council, anno 314, it was 
decreed — ** Prejbyterum conviviq fecundarum nupiia^ 
** rum intereffe non dcbere." ** That a prejbyter 
** ought not to be prefent at 2. hzfit of fecond nup-' 
•* //Wi." The canonifti faid, that *' an iteraiiot^ of 
** marriage was contrary to all honefty ; or, if it 
** could be admitted into the number of honeft things^ 
'^^ it muft be called honejl whoredom. Some faid, that 
** though it mig^t be lawful, according to 5/. PW, 
** yet it was fere fornicatio^almoji fornication.^^ 

t. This notion, and all its pretenfions to purity^ 

■ was no better than Heathenifm j for among the Ui- 

-^mansj '* when the bride was brought home to her 

*' hufband's houfe, fhe was not to touch the threfh* 

'^^ oldy but was lifted over it by main ftrength, be- 

■** caufe the threjhold, being facred to Fe/i^j a moft 

'•* £ha/ie goddcfs, ought not to be defileH by one 

** in fi^ circumftances." Broughton, Hift. Life. 

vol. ii. 179. 
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0M entered into, .^brabam^ who ]ia4 
l^MT^ vmfti than me at a time^ is not re-r 
corded as kfs pure than IfaaCf who appear! 
Co have had but onei nor is Ifaac £ud to 
be more pure than his ion Jacobs who had 
;^our ; we read of them all in an equal 
ftate of fthry in the kingdom of heaven^ 
Matt. viii. II. but otno reproof on 
God's part, or forrow or repentance on 
their part, on account of their different 
Jituations while on earth. 

T^^ fuperjlition of its being finfuUto 
have two wives in Juccejiony remained z, 

freat while in the church; however the 
Yoteftant reformation helped us to thcj 
flat, of Edw. VI. (fee before vol. u 
p. ao6.) which diilipated men's feara 
upon that fubjc^j but with refpe<ft to 
having tv^o wives at 9 tipiey we are flill 
taught to look upon it in as horrible ^ 
lignt, a; the primitive Chrijiians did on 
having a fecond after the death of the 
flrfl, T\iis fuperjiition has been fo uni- 
formly and fiicccfsfully kept alive, that 
the reprobation ofpojygawy in the Qhrtftian 
churcn (our wcftern part pf it at leaft) is 
as univerjalf as the belief of tranjubftanr^ 
tiation or purgatory was before the Pro- 
teftant refirni^tion* In <hprt, Xh^ fuper^ 
JfitioH is ipvetcrate, we piay ^mbft be 
faid to fuck it in with our piother'^ 
mUk ) \\ faflens upon us in our very in* 

fancy, 
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fancy, it grows uo with us— we know 
not how to get rid of it, nor ever fba|l, 
till, as at the above glorious period, men 
will dare to fearch, mink, and judge for 
themfelvcs, and thus emancipate thdr 
underftandings from the flavery of vul- 
gar* prejudice and ^^^//^r opinion. 

The Statute de Bigamis, 4 Edw. I. 
c. c. oufled a man of his clergy, if be 

had 



♦ In Mr. Coxys Sketches of Swhxirland^^zn en- 
tertaining, inftrudive, aiid fenfible performance, 
lately publifhed-«>he fpeaks of the Abbey of EinfidHn^ 
in the canton of Schwiit%y and adds — *^ The ridi- 
^\ culous tales they fell of the origin and aggran- 
^ dizement of this abbey, are fo many rnclan-* 
** choly inftances of the credulity of the daricer 
. *' ages. That they are ftill believed in the prefent 
** unligbtened century, muft be attributed to the 
^* force of Ijiabitual prejudice; and at the fame time 
^^ proves, how diificult it is for the hnman mind 
** to (hake off thofe fuperftitious errors, which it 
'^ has early imbibed under the fandlified name of 
*' religion.*' P. 75, 76. 

Another inftance mentioned of the force of cuf- 
Com and prejudice over the human mind is to be 
found p. 488. 

^* At Bafil the clocks go an Uur fafter than thofe 
** of the reft of Europe. Several reafons are affigned 
^^ for this ; one is, that t\ic fun-dial on the outfide 
*' of the cathedral^ by which the town-clock is regv.* 
*^ lated, declines fomewhat, as the building does, 
^^ from the eaft, which occaiions a variation from 
** the true time. 

*^ A motion has often been made, in the foverei'gn 
*• council, to have the town-clock regulated pro- 
** perly, but conftantJy rejje^ed. The people would 
^^ j:l)ink their liberties invaded, if fuch regulation 
*^ was made» 
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^-had'^bccn twice married — the i J^ec. €• f^. 

^ would ha?tg a man that has two wives^h^t 

' for the benefit of clergv ; and no dpuijt 

thefe laws have, in tncir feveral dayjB, 

fcrved to ftrengthen the caufe of Juper-^ 

^Jiition^ by annexing public infan^, as well 

2l% pmijhmenty to the fuppofed crimtes of 

iigamy and polygamy. With regatd to 

. adultery y or with refpeft to the fedudion 

janxl debauchery of virgins^ and then 

abandoning them, the adulterer or fe^ 

'* A few years ago, it was fecretly agreed by foifte 
leading, men in the town, to have the dial turned 
half a minute each day, till the fhadow ihould 
imperceptibly point to the true hour. This Ex- 
pedient was accordingly put in praAice, and 
the town*clock had already loft three quarters of 
an hour j when an accident difcovered the plot, 
and the magiftrates were compelled to place the 
dial in the place in which it flood before, and 
to have the town-clock regulated by it as ufuaK 
Indeed long-eftablifhed cuftoms, however indif- 
ferent or ridiculous, are apt to lay fo ftrong an 
hold on vulgar minds, as to become fometimes 
dangerous, always difficult to be altered;— I 
need npt remind you how long it was before 
we could ht perfuaded in England to reckon our 
years according to the general mode of compu- 
tation received by the, reft of Europe^^' 
Thus far Mr. Coxe—to whofe laft obfervation, I 
-cannot forbear adding an anecdote of a certain pious 
-old woman, who could not be perfuaded, but that 
** all our national troubles and misfortunes, which 
*' have befallen us fince the year 1751, have beieh 
** fo many judgments upon us for ftrikilig eleven 
*♦ 'days out of the kalendar^ and, by this meansf, 
♦* having/i?w;^r Sundays than we had before." 

ducer 
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-^cer ftiay be found in what is called 
the befl companies ^ be treated with civi* 
lity, and even refpeft^ while the foly^ 
^amiji is arrefted fbr felony — fent to priibn 
. — tried before a court of criminal judicJir 
ture— -rendered infamous for life, and, 
thanks to the benefit of the clergy, that 
he is not dragged to z, gibbet^ and put to 
death ! . 

The foundation of all this is, the «ze;j^ 
dom of man exarlting itfelf againft the 
wijdom of God ; hence it is that men 
devife laws which are contrary to the law 
ojfGoD, and the oppofition which ^- 
ferjiition has taught us to make to nature^ 
reafoHj zxv^ fcripture^ obtains the fandiiofi 
of vulgar opinion on the fide of falfe- 
hood and error. 'T\i'^\ fuperjlition {kixy{}\& 
lead men to rejecJi the law of God, to 
tnake void the commandments of Goi>, 
through their traditions, under a notion 
of greater fandHty, is not at all furpriz- 
ing, when the pride and ignorance of the 
human heart are duly confidered. The 
inftances which are recorded of it, con- 
cerning the Pharifees of old time, are 
written for our inftruiftion and admoni- 
tion: the feverity with which Christ 
treated them on this account, ought to 
ftand as a warning to us, left we alfo come 
into the fame condemnation. 

. Among 
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Among the varidus in^ances which wc 
£nd of this in the New Teftament, there 
is not a more ftriking one, nor one more 
illttftrativc of what I . have been faying^ 
llkan that which appears Ma^k vit. 9 — 14. 
where our Lord convids the Pbartfees 
©f arejeftion o{fS[\t fifth commandment^ 
in favour of a JuperjUhkn of their own> 
which, though it had a better foundation 
than moft of their traditions j with rcfpeft 
to the aEi itfclf (fee 2 Kings xii. 9.) yet^ 
as' they abufed it, it became a direft con- 
f rariety to the exprefs and pofitive law/of 
God. Christ tells them in plain terms 
as much, ver. 9. Full well do ye reje^ the 
€ommandment of God, that you may keep 
your own traaitionr. When Jehoiada the 
kigh^priefi ordered a chcft to receive the 
money, through an hole in the lid^ which 
the peopk gave towards the repairs of the 
tehnple, he did well — and thofe who gave 
of tneir fubflance for this purpofe did alfo 
Vf//|— but when in after time thefe ^ft^ 
were preferred before the relief of TLfick^ 
necfffitous^ and a^ed parent^ whom the 
fifth commandment enjoined them to ho-^ 
nwrr— with their fubftance doubtlcfs, as 
well as in all other refpedts — then they did 
i/A by preferring the obfervancc of an 
human tradition^ before the exprefs in-^ 
jnndiou of xh^ diyint law. 
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To appoint an outward means of its* 
cognizing a marriage^ and not leave peo« 
pie to take tme another f vords (as the 
ikying is) is very proper^ and, in this 
ini;xed ftate ,of things, mceffary for the 
good of the mhok ; but to put the cero^ 
mony in the place of God's inJUtutunp^^ 
to declare a marriage nidi and void without 
jit, to all intents and furpofes whatfiever-^ 
to fet the parties free firom the obligatioa 
which they are under towards Gop and 
each -other by the divine command— -is as 
difeA a breach of the comm^d of Gon 
in this refpedt, as the Pbarifees were guilty 
of in the other^ and our Lord^s reproof 
of the Pharifees equally belongs to us-^ 
we certainly make void the law of Goo^ 
through our traditions, and teach for doc-^. 
trines the commandments of men. 

There is no zvoidingfuperfiition^ neither 
is there any deliverance from being led by 
it into thinking we do the will of God, 
*whcn we are only doing the will of man, 
and that in contrariety to the divine will, 
while, like thofe qf old, onr fear towards 
God is taught us by the precepts of men. 
If. xxix. 13. and while, like deadfifh wirfi 
the ftream,- we are carried down with 
the tide of vulgar error and popular opi- 
nion.— 31? do err 9 not knowing thefcripture. 
v^Search the fcripture — was the advice 
of If im who fpake qs never nian fpake^ 

When 
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When we ate wife raough to fcJlow 
^baM cottaftly worldly fyftems 2nd human 
iiiveoiioftt may, afid .wiH AxSol id our 
opinioD, and we may fac lod to grieye at 
toe felly and fiiperfiitwn \rhicfa are to be 
loQBd in them y but we fliaU be. overpaid 
-for any uneafisefs of this fort^ by the 
pteiibre we miift receive, in beholding 
the beauty^ hannotiy, and order tluut are 
to be found in ih^t word of Oon. We 
ftall then fee» that the mifery and de« 
Aru&ion of fo many of our defencclefs 
fellow-creatures, ifU the points hefore 
complained of, are owing to the rejedion 
-erf" that divine fyftem oi ju/iice^ mercy y and 
truthy which, if obferved in all its parts, 
has fo wifely and amply provided for their 
froteBion and pre/ervation. 

As fuperjiition blinds the confciencey and 
miflcads the judgment^ fo it hardens the 
i^earty and renders it unimprcflible by the 
. calls of pity and compaffion — cruelty will 
. triumph over mercy j and the moft horrid 
hirhtirities pafs for the fruits of heavenly 
^Ml^^Tbe time cometb^ when whofoever kil- 
kth you win think that he doetb God fer-- 
vice. John xv'u z. 

Tantum nligio potuit fuadere malorum ! 

ViRG. 

$u<h irnidfkl His fr$m superstition fpring / 

The hiftorv of Popery furniihes us 
with numberlcfs examples of this : let 

the 



..^ >ardon for di-» 

. _.: y:mt before u$ ; 

_ :jt:ily obtain, when 

.wiiri^y a writer onfu* 

.ir 22enrion of Popery ^ 

a ctmjiuence of every 



. ;; "v r l-rlrv, the fcriptures 

... . L^ctr hinis, and they are 

• .:«j.-*' :r zzcir frie/h (who are 

..- cz'.ri--:: * 15 ihemfelves) for 

... i::.uci:.: :^i their creed; this 

::i .: .Vavt tradition, and de- 

*.-> :r i:?c fcripturc, explained 

...-.j.s:2c ii^ ^'^ cbtircb pleafes, and 

,^^, ; .*! ;^e junr rivt^^ or every things 

:. .'-*<• ^ -— y ^^ *^^^ the purpofes 

*^t^ :u:on xiid /rrt^ii.r'iir}, and maintain 

jiCi-vC iociinion uver the un-* 

..... :^; lk: .v.t cifncfs of mankind* 

^ - /. ;_^/ church of England has dif- 

;^...-Kc vricli for her moderation, 

^s^A,: •-< to hermit no abfolute domi-* 

^.r I -N*. .'^t'.' {V^*^^ over the confciencei 

'^. .vt.Ivicn. She withholds no part 

•K C'. • -.^cu:^ cither from their eyes or 

, - ,»^:> :hv* iJ;>.V into their hands, that 

^. .;•.% :v\ivvh for themfelves, and or- 

. *. V* u'H'::,rs iuily to read portions of 

^ ..V i.^vi^k\ that thofe who cannot 



• Sec bcioic p. 107, n. 
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reaJ, may Aear the things of Go©, andi 
Judge for themfelves. She tells us plainly 
in her Articles, that^ ^* Holy fcripturc 
** conCaineth all things neceflary to fal- 
** vation, fo that whatfoever is not red 
*' therein, nor may be proved thereby, is 
** not to be required of any man that it 
*^ ftiould be believed as an article of faith, 
or be thought requifite or neceflary to 
falvation/'J^r/. 6. — And zgsdn,,tirt. 26* 
The church hath authority to decree 
rites and ceremonifes, and authority in 
matters of faith ; and jret it is not lawful 
for the church to wdain any thing 
that is contrary to God's word written^ 
" neither mav it fo expound one place of 
** fcripture that it be repugnant to ano- 
" then Wherefore, though the church 
** be a witnefs and keeper of holy writ, 
*^ yet, as it ought not to decree anj. 
** -thing againft the fame, fo, befides 
** the uime, ought it not to inforce any 
** thing to be believed for neceflity of 
'' falvation/' 

A more unreferyed caveat againftyi(^.^- 
^ition cannot eafily be penned, nor is it in 
the power of language to form a more am- 
ple licence for free-enquiry ; if therefore 
what has been ^d in tne foregoing pages, 
fkould be a means of obviating tne Jirfl^ 
an4 this by promoting the other ^ I fhall 
think myfelf well paid for the pain^ I 
have taken. 

9 As 



As to iht fuperjlition of imagining that a 
iburcb-fervice jnakes the marru^ge, and 
that without it no marriage i^ valid or 
binding, or lawful before Goi^j, it is as. 
unfcriptural and abfurd,, as it is mifchier. 
vous and ruinous to the weaker fex. There 
is not the leaft trace of fuch a thing either. 
in the Old or New Tejiaments ; marriage,. 
1/v^ith refpedl to itfclf, and as between the 
parties, ftood entirely upon the fimple in- 
fiitution of God, before, priejis oijervicer- 
hooks exifted; therefore nothing can be 
of the ejfence of it, but what God * ap-. 
pointed at the beginning. When, there-. 

fore, 

* The iiiAitution of marriage may be found in, 
thofe words. Gen. i. 28. Be fruitful and multiply^ 
and replenijh the earth. But that which conftiiutes 
it, as to the tnatter of it, in Gop's fight, is his 
own ordinance delivered by Adam^ Gen. ii. 24.. 
IHi^ni:;!^ Vm ^rW^^^^yys—Et adhdrehit m uxore 
fua^ &f eruni in carnem unam, Mont. 

Our tranflation — A man, &c. Jhall cleave to hii 
tt'/y^r-^does not convey the idea of tiie Ifebrew 
\niWa p2"l— this is literally— '/^z// be joined^ or ce- 
mented (Tpoa'jtoAAwfl»tf'e/«fc/, Lxx.) in his woman — and 
tbeyJbaU hecome (i. e. by this union) one flejb. This 
is the one, fimple, divine ordinance, and the obliga* 
tion refitting ffoni it is indtjjhlublei wherefore, faith 
Christ — what God hath joined together ^ let not man 
fut afundir. The fame thing is exprefied in other 
^rds, Dcut. xxii. 2g.^Shf Jhall be his woman^ or 
wifiy as w« call it, (fa femme, Fr.) b^caus* he has 
^UMJ^LBD HBR — he may not put her away fll bis 
days. Human laws or ceremonies can hav^ "np 
mot^.^BhEt oa this, than upon the riCng dP the 
fun, or the flowing of the tide : thefe are npt (nprc 
fixed and unalterable than the other. 

^ The 



hfeiJbeh's tent, mi^odk' RdeJ^itd', -' ^ni^jhH)^ 
ttime Hi >w^€,'-{Gth. Xxiv. "67;') «lW 4Wftii 
I2k«5tf« totokXWi^'his- daughter; ihd Wftdght 
hit I «o : Jacoiii 'and he «;«//• !*? i^td Bet<^^ 
•and .vrh*n"£»«i^^'^a^W hiirii^ Riiimh Mb 
datrghter 't(5^^^ife:iulfoi ■ a«tt"^'!!i^ *4efit^'ik 

i)e€ame fl*«' ubtolaMAifiiUelitfhli: -pfoi- 
yerty of ^theii^'huftwiidsinrtisy'Jfe^tfim* bit 
^j^.wirfi'itheffii- brtd .#b»4t-^«'tfiad<thufe 
y^edj'uVetJkirl nb'ikaht Mtj^h ajfuiidt'ti. 
-Thus tlk imatteil ft»»d dij"thfc'>«fifti^le ' iiK- 
dini?iVceiof:GoDV-'a«d»thuJ(,''U!J'»m-»Giti'e"s 

amined 5^is,pp|nt„fj|ie flipr^ .WyJMlin,; I vft)ntJuc?A» 
evei> to cTemoiaftration, itfelf, that as Gpo, n?YPf 

but water ^ poured or fprinkled on the body, in the 
-imnie of thj5.pQLY.ni*.'mih^y,^ftir^i^d^*wl)r fiieaii to 
«|it]Ea:iua{o.tHeidr%^es alM»u« rke^4^MMmilg^crf'0^7£r«O 

umm* Kywwhicbijtiie.inan *Btid^r>DUonltffl ^\»c6fM^^in$e 
;^,..but the .VltMftn^f3rT-V^r,*'« -tJitl* <rf«Wr^-liA'^ 

whicn is exprefled.m tbc^'^ipAj^^«e^y«»th6li^'''4?»wl^^ 
QUr.tranfla'tdrs ihott^ it'hiot%^lA&^ 3fl#)ir^lr it 

yyjl^^ikA pf »t^« LxXy and tk&vttfiaf;coJiKlA9(rri(«i'v«t 
J^iff^i^ , fof , Matty. «4!x, ^ukcn in ooiiiwfl*wii »wirtrt»tiifc 
i^fj^lA^VQf of Pauli r;Cor. wi;n&r(as\iia4 b«n bet- 
iN^obiervoA)/ amOuM to^^the falme«'inf imlftg, « tapijr 
.^Anoei«t)daa^>jif /Miiiipa5«cl\*»"J*'"^^P^^^^^"'^y '^*^ 
Hebrew original. • »^^ 

^«^^Ml. II. L ^5 
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fight, it muft ftaud for ever. The Jewi, 
tmd all other nations, have ever looked 
upon marriage as an occaiion of feftb* 
vity and rejoicing, and various rites and 
ceremonies have been invented upon the 
occafion; fo there have been with rc- 
fpedl to baptifm and the Lord's /upper f 
but thefe, like all other ordinances of 
God, ftand juft were they did, and owe 
their whole importance and validity to 
Goo's appointment, and are neither added 
to nor dminijbed in thefe refpedts by any 
rites or ceremonies which men have in- 
vented—to fay otherwise is rank fuper^ 
Jlition. 

Whether the primitive Chrijlians had 
their marriages with each other folem- 
nized by a minijier of the church, is a 
difputed point among learned men. Mr. 

As foi betrothment, efpoufals, the pavment of the 
HID or dower, thefe were ctrcumftantials, and right 
and proper) as far as outward order and decency were 
concerned, but thefe were not the mattir of the 
marriage ; for, not onlv as in the cafe of our firft 
fanms^ but in many otner inftances in the fcripture^ 
wtarri^i was where tbifi were n§t. 

Therefore to declare <^ a marriage (though con*- 
^ fummated bv carnal knowledge) ipfa faito null and 
^^ void to all intents and purpofes whatfoever,** 
where fome outward rite or ceremony of mexb 
human invention is wanting, however it may ope- 
rate in a civil view, can be of no effed in Goi^*s 
fight i otherwife the matter of the ordinance doth 
not coAfift in God's appointment, but men's t«v#»- 

Se/den^ 



&i1deH^ in kis Ux. Heb. 1. ii. c. 29. jfaysi 
*— " it vr^^fometimis fo done, at the defire 
" of the contrafting parties^ but th^cy 
•* were undet no obligation by law £0 to 
** do, nor did any general feuftom pre- 
*' vail, fo as to make it a general ^rac:^ 
•* tice/*— However^ whether this was fij 
or not, lignifies not a tvShi as there is 
nothing in the wbrd of God to warrant 

it. 

Archdfeacon Reynolds^ in his ttijlorical 
^£ay on the Gwernment of the Cburcb ^ 
Mngland^ helps us to find out how th^ 
cuftom came into the weftern, churches • 
p. 70. •* Contrafts of marriage^ mth all 
*• iti incidents, were long confidered «« 
•* rights oi fecutar concern, . and in the 
•• tenth century the laws ofthe einpir*^ 
•• allowed the validity oi >w^m^fi?^ whic|i 
*•• were made v/ithont facerdofa/iieneiS^io^ 
** or the intervention of the a^es .gf fj^c 
•• church. But in the twelfth Century 
*• Peter Lombard difcovered the inftita- 
•* tion oi Jevenjacraments in the cpyftiod 
•* exprefiion of tht Jeven Jpirits of GoDf 
^ wiiich he underftood as an a0urknce of 
*• the Jeven fold operation of the Spirit ii|L, 
*• haptifm—^efufper of tht Lord— ^rtj^ 
** jitmation — penance — orders --^nmtrimmf 
•• -i-and extreme un&ion ; and the church ojP 
*^ Rome foon countenanced his dodfine. 
- L ^ •* This 



^•* Ari«Tidiiy or c?vu jurildiaion, : node 




•• 'ina^iid^c,' Was^' that* 'the court of .jKd^w? 

*• Was defirchis to^ have' the fgale&of dor 

^•» Mcf«r6 Wai^e In'the^ >^^^^^^ handf, that 

^^ thc^»/;»if^ b£ clirfdren/ and ffie'/b^l 

** ccffion of families, inould depend upq^i 

. •*. his fsLVOUf, that Jbis bQlinek might fepa- 

'^» fate' Whom *no Than ougbt tp put alTunr 

r . dc)*, or perpetuate. con)ui\ctioi\s \Yn4C(i 

*^>eafb*tf ahd rbligi^ii ftjfbid/^ " -' : ' 

* ¥]Nfe ^^S.ftp^^^ by ihe 4lbigerifes'*. 

^hofe;^ early;- ^eformfrs^ who tapghtj, ..that 

** bid \:6nttiit of a will\ng tQUoIe^ . yyfith? 

**'oiii; Af^'Jfj/fmah^ty^ 9^^ 

••"•illiSiicai". ' mide i /tf^i/ iparriag?.''— - 

THfe>!a^*Mi^e'doarirt6^^\^^ ^they taught 

ki tMtftiritoH of m'Cowit <X:^bpuIoufe, 

flnd broblnted here^aoout 117 c. . 

♦' 'Tte AA^iitfet* V9tr^ at fcft'or pifty of ri/ormers^ 
albottt TikMribfr^ ttid AtUgfk * ib Lm^v^V*^, in the 
t?rtlftfl ccniuryt who 4Utiiig«i(kcd theiniHtes by 
fMir oppofition to the diicipluift fw^ qfr^m^ni^ of 
trie chiircli^oF K§mi» This drew down all, maxyici: 
dP^perfecution ahd reproadt^i^the Papi/ls^x:faLmd^ 
th«m with lierefy, and loaded. them with- dl^<%eca- 
Itt^jcs^ th^ the inoft vindi^vc Auli^ AMM^yn-' 
wniE— at laft the florm fel] fo heavily upon thenn- 
tfttt'lt aided Jtt their acfthiftion^ ''"Sfx tfriUfS. HilL, 

r^Tit. MHi^fH. - • -^^-^ 

*» , I i The 



The Lollards* afterwards declfuf^^a.i 

^^ipft. f^/^ff9''.^^^e.u(e pf ti^e^^;^;^- 

^eniik and.j^^d ft ^oyfn,z^ jbt^^rn^^ 
t(iat M, if a n^afl; apd;wpman..<;wnQ. ,tpygjfi^ 
«* tl^r with !ni incept jpn. to liy?, jjp ^</-j, 

•;, mi paffing.^rpu^h the fo^ij^^qf'^tie . 
** cnurch.''-r-Tms Cert^nly .\yas;,j§^(x<s(^ 

G^D^^jWrher^ i],<^;9^er cerecft^ny-,app9^i-&, 

t^^jftijf^^^ul n^^rf;i^gp,/>efgre.,9oD. .. ,/, ^ ■ 

4?^^r?^f »/ obferves, ,that '* ^efqre.^^hfi, 

*1 ;^0U.l? jynere ^,^ ;wpman jtn|^abj[jt?4,;t 
1?, i?4 P,;{»*Tf,^<?We;t9, ^i?,«wfi;hoi?fei 




.^if^f« IX. in his Bull againft them (fee FoXy 
vol. i. 574. ) did not deign to call them men., but- 




f6r''iHI6 'ioolfd'dfGoiiyinA'pppQijei the lyes and.iu- . 
peWRK^ffi'bra's, aky--kittong otbeV things, tHe iK- 
c^Wpfehts, ijf thiJ'H/^ with regard ttTtoarriage. ' ~ 

]U 3 ** which 
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^f which . y^as all the ceremony then 
^f ufed/' ^ ' . 

The learned and accurate ]\idgc Blacks 
Jiane, Coram, vol. i. p. 439. Qijarto Edit^ 
pbfcryes, that — ^^ It is field to be cflcntjial 
to. a nfarHage^ that U he perfbripe^^ by a 
per/on in ^rji?ri;; though tne intidrvfehtibn 
qi yLprieft to rolemnizd this cpntra<^ is 
^* mfixtly jut4i poftfm'f ahd hot juris iiahi'^. 
^* rdlis dut divini: it being faid that'Pj^. 
^* i«wr^/' the third ;^^ the fifft Whblbr-' 
^^ dained the celebration pf fharruzg^ in thq 
^^ ciurtJby before which it was totally ^ 
^* ^w// coptra<a/' r d6 npt cite thefe au- 
thorities to eftablifh any artick\of JaitA 
upon the fubjed, but merely ashiftdrical 
fads, and to fhew how i^^ fuperfiition muft 

f>revaii among us, when' it is ferioufly be-t 
ieved, that no obligation, oi marridge is 
lawful^ binding, or valid, ih thfe fight of 
fSoD, that does. not owe its perf^dliqnXo a 
ceremony which never exifted till the days 
pf a pope of Rome J whofc pride and ambi* 
tion led him to ordain it. When once 
Teter Lombard had found out that niar- 
riage was a *facrament^ the adminiftration 

of 

^ It is to be remarkecl, that when the church pf 
Renti had turned marriage into zfacrameniyihe words 
by which one of the t cal facrafntnts was inftituted» 
IS to its adminiftration, were to be borrowed in the 

folemnizs^tion 
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of it by the hands of a prieft followed of 
courfe; the belief of its abfolutc ««/A>jf, 
without this, was gradually rccdived by. 
the people J grew intd an article of fokb^ 
and fuperjlition has continued it amongft 
us to this very hour. The clergy ^ by this 
means, became poflcffed of a frefli fource 
of power and wealth ; for, what with the 
fees, or offerings as they were more gently 
termed, for marriage itfelf, that is, for 
performing the ceremony^ the publication 
of bannsy dijpenfations^ and licences^ it has 
proved a fort m pbilofopber s * Jlone. 

Still 



folemnizatipn of matrimony, and the cwnctl of Trent 
decreed, that ** xht parijb priefty having interrogated 
*^ the man and the woman, and heard their confent, 
^* (hall fay — *^ I join you in matrimony, in the name 
" of the Father^ and of the Sony and of the Holy 
** Ghoft.^* Comp. Matt, xxviii. iq, Tne church of 
England follows this Popijb precedent^ very nearly ; 
for the minifiery or priejiy is to fay—** I pronounce 
** that they be man and wife together, in the name 
•* of \he Father^ and of the Son^ and of the Holy 
" Ghoji." 

* Soter^ the fifteenth biihop of Remoy at the end 
of the fecond century, before the name and authp* 
l^rity of Popes were.aflumed, finding that appropriating 
marriage to the prie/ls^ promifed no fmall revenue to 
the clergy y ordained, that no woman fhould be deemed 
a lawful wifS, unlefs formally married by the priefi* 
But this feems only to have been temporary, and 
was confined diiefly to . Rome ; other parts of the 
Cbrifiian world followed their ancient cuftoms. We 
have fe^^ how this was extended and improved 
L 4 19 



ml tneir eoirers. few are to be round Vriucn nave an- 

itiuA^{dcr(nnp)^- throwing if cmtiMyiiRta'thc hatnds! 

niMnceiofeccIjiftaftical judgesi 
••^5VW/iilt;ihl'; d/i'ibhljM'of 'iri«V fiftenea: ab 
d;dtntibi<»t>Kbhd MtMfe <(M^{)iUld<l^and.conn:i(iJlCcs!. 
Qf;^z^ait.sifAi\c}^\pyfi fi/e.tojycrative rkc^.and 

df incrcafing me power and wjeahh oit\it church. 
'•'Thdfc WCTl*^'rAtIy''ihh4rf6^^iy A^ ' 

of impedhfmti^^hxQ^t J^^s^ found iniGoo!^^ 

TfV)rd^ as well as of a power of atfpenjing with thofe^ 
^i^tre pofitively ena£ted there ; infomuch that Pope 
Martin V. gave a man leave to marry v/ith hi^ otvn 
Jj^fr^ m is ptjfer^fd .1^^^ Aml^.di^ Cim^/fh \^ a;l3Pp!?\ 



f u| (^oi^gti/M^^ ^ ^ajcj4 : ^^^/f{<?then -j^ ' J j?,tv^ f R?^rrv ,^ ,c^^ 

t^fi^. , So tK<f JiindfeiJ >^hic)] dofh arift by,ihc./jT» 
tTitmati cf tPiffirm^iim^ (fee^ Brcht,' Counc, .Tvt^tit** 
785.) but of no/uch thing,. o( no fuch relation^. ai)d, 
dftoiirrd af«0Tul5h,1ffl|5aiifi4W;''al) «(fe'ie&d m.tlxe 
iWrthrrcl" •'*'"'*' ^' ' ' .nuiniv imi >•?•' <?? »'^ 

^ 'md'Miw'iflfntil^dity^Bf^'hidffi^^^ 







actepted ih't'tftq*' WiaW/?by W^5»^^^^^ 
fai*d of the Qiij»*?i'has ftfodu^, m\mW^^ 



well exclaim, .^r^cy?! v» '»«•' • *•/. '>ti ^t» 

OiW'tW«g i!»^»4pe'«fcf^edyr|rt^ AVm' 

(fcl|papti*fe^- fr€m»<i}oaJ^k' w<jra^:k!i«he^ t« H/«^/ ^r 

does not ten4\f)dfUtiiktt'«fc» eA^^^ '^'^'^* ^■"' •.'^•^' 

c .(>E:he3i 4kay€) llrdliHy^afted«oii ifBe {yfi||dipl<$ of^tli^re 
phtiofiphei^'sw^hciiit^^'''^^ rtfc'^iiriptyiiig of cfhi • 
^^'Veflfel CTiaji ilftffi^«(' prbv^tbe Min^ df 'bitdcft^^^^) 
aiiff the^'liavelfottndttUisrYoAtri^^ 
experin:ents which have been tried on thtfTt^If^mdU^ 
conneaion,,|)et{V^en,9fle,^ 



purfe, tkatjT^^ lan- 

guage bf ^}^M}f^A^^^^^^'^'^ 
cable to ^f w^, ^?ri/?4<7^^ .. ..u:|,.,f .,;, r*. „ .^ ; 



* ^ 'OWdei^kves quarenda pecunia primum efty 

A8^oUr-P?^W«^^wW'i:*ifc^*rAliairtholight'fee(y^i^^^ 

cif - tiklfe ludi^t i\^^cDmriyia:nf er,i ft/'aiftknr^ thfe Tf^ j ^ 




i%^nt filling: ^'''^ '• -■ ••=* S^'' 'rii>',M*» -I^^m — 
*Td^ tte «U3Ctt(temed dwtywitllBr*»/^ t7^ir,»' 
\^Mch»i!s> ordered: to VV^/rfti^)f'/jfeje^/r?^^ 
tte'Ctfrerrtchiy'^.v -ThK?/ in? m6ft.p!ae«sV' \^ jPvii/hillfm) 
t6' the ij^rt^-tHanJJ-to' tiife <?fei-k tftn^ fiStlhtp V«i^y#-V 
^li^^i^ttiaknftg t«getHeiv*Mtt:itifivie*ortlte to//'»x, r/^g^*/ 

•^Tfis m<iJ«*totf .niafrrkgw'by'Azl^ii--^*^ 
ilwintiwofP^r'/bwr^f IHt attd '^lyjncidtdy fiited;'^ 

Vr sr-\^ with 
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.v« .g& cheBiihop'sdifpenfation, bydler^irjt* 
* f itur-^ixaXtf bl\s to tbe fliare of the common 
. xxs>.k nhc vif people. 

*Xxy «^j^ inove iaan higher Tphere ufually marry 

s .s>«,»% which, by carrying ^^tiii^j upcm them, 

„ihi 1 ^Mfid^rabfe bAmcb of die public revenue V 

XK -X '^httii^ if ^ nuuTjf in a church or chapel, cofts 

.^N^ii^ 4m uundmrni JkUUngs^ befides the above ac- 

^xikiiMtil auty tg> ^ke. fritfi and cltri^ which on fuch 

^^^^ij^^nf is dutkbJ^'W turned into die better and 

iM«« lucrative article cl^-^wbai y§m pl^i. 

lif We go higher -Aill, to the nobility, &c. who 
«|Mle to marry in frroaU bnifis^ they purchafe an 
MAai0» for fo doinfft at the m§JUrmU price of ten 
tmtu0t. Pri^miatrk as before. In ihon— A!/ 

' For money b%)g the common fcale 
" ' Of thingSiby meafure, weight, and tale. 
In all ^th'' affairs of church and ftate, 
'Tis both the balance and the weight. 

HUDIBRAS. 

However, if all this related to a merely civil mat- 
ter, and people -mre content to fubmit to it — verf 
well ; but there js iMtfcbief lurking under all this fair 
fliew of decency ' ana reUgious ceremony, which is 
horrible to conceive^— for, without thefe things, mar* 
riages are declared to be ipfo fa&9 nuU and void U all 
intints anflpurprfis fvbatfoiver^^ m^ law (even of Goo 
Himfelf 1} U the contrary notwithftandtng. 

The bond a^id obligation which arife ex affinfu {^ 
kouoibitu (but efpecially from the latter) — ^which are 
the only fcripture-ingredients of marriage, as or- 
dained by Jbhovah Himsblf, as making the ii A/t 
mf aafMA fuoM^^the twain one ji^— >are entirely fet 
afide; their living together is criminal^ tho' God 
Yva Janffifiedxti parting, and taking others, is 
lawful^ tliough Gqd has forbidden it. What is the 
legalizing fuch divorces^ hut facere nem peecatum de 
peceatO'^mTJunm that not JhAl which is fi I What 
the ftampipg iUegality and m on fud^ an union, but 

facers 
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Still the ordinance of God was {ctn to 
%t independent on all tBis, and to iet it 
afide entirely, * was then too hard even 
for Rome itfelf (though we have lived, to 
fee it done in this enlightened age by a 
Britijh parliament J I therefore the laws of 
the empire held, as our ecckfiq/iical laws do 
to this day^ that fuch a coming together 
on a previous contradt^ antecedently to 
the ceremony 9 y^^^ a marriage de faSo^ 
or m foB^ but not dejure^ was not a l(af>w 
' ful marriage, as to civil purpofes, : till 
the priejl had executed that office which 
the Pope had affigned him, on the ftr^ngth 
of Teter Lombard's monflrous interpre- 
tation of—" the /even "Spirits of Go^." 

In order to preferve and increafe: fuch^ 
an acquiiition of power and wealth to the 
churchy a ftop was to be put to ^private^ 
^ fontra^s, which could bring in Wthing, 

. • ".■/.. ' tOr 

faciTi piccatum de non peecato — making tYizXjinful 
which IS not fo ^— -This, from the pen of 9. Be^rrmm^ 
$18 the prerogative of the Popes of Romiy is a juftly- 
abhorred blafphemy — this, eaa£l:ed by a Brittjb pHr^ 
Sament^ is the law of a Protiftiint country ! 

* This was afterward^ (anno 1563) completed by 
the €OMncil of Trent* 

5 See before vol. k p« 30* 

t - TertuUian^ who liyed in the jieond century^ and 
who fell into the errors of Monianus^ writes thus : 
Penes noSy occulta quoque conjunSiioneSj i. e. nonprius . 
0pud ecckfiam profejpg^ juxta machiam juiicari pert-' 
fiitantur, T£RT« de Pudic. €.4, ^* Jmong usy clan- 

•^defiine 



or 



; ' :r.L-":r ::f the pifb-u 

.:•; :.:::•:.::•£ \- tfie'be-' 

• vr.- ^.i ilfo V'a-^ 

f 

- .■•:•:• :: .egitittiate* 

'...-' :«';*7.-, a > they 

:-..::•: ::rr:htT cnh ac- 

..;;... .: ^rrr^ one of 

,. . :. -:*: ::' rhe'relt' 

• :. :'-...: :he parc7its^ 

.:■.:■: :.I'-z bjr.vccn theni, 

r .V rrlii call over diem, 

' : : v.-i> rerfbrming 'the - 

- T.^t^.mcnyj and as foon' 

..- :::»i*c, the fruitful moyivr 

. -td ?f a /://?•/ infant uriditr Vo-' 

...u n matrimony y ReynoWs^ y'\j 

. :.:'d believe that this'ridicu- 

.:'i niake any difference,' ci-' 

iiit .^f the parciits, or in that 

. >v:*Vre God, may alfo believe 

. voman who come together 

. • > :.^^;ther, that js to fay, fiich as 

. \-:\.\\ ,^rotVflld before the church, 

..- .: bcfng juJ];cd little bcttetthan^ 

■ r^c k\;riu J^'i/r/v/- faith well— pciies. 

- VI no trace of fuch a thing. is .to bc 

.' ;^:i:rc. Thus early did xh-JLt Myjhry 

\ !v» uriy which in'after times maJc 

. • •. I ot t\\\\yi.!r!iCiii tyranny ovey t|ie 

. ^, by rendering ihe intcrpofitlon 'of 

^- ncceiiary to Wi/;;»*«7/g'<', as to its va-^ 

9iiigah:*i i" tho light of God. Thus was 
ftfi laid for the Jiprtlsa and riftn of Jcduced ^ 
'Sec tvjforc vbl/i.'o, lo. ' 

according 



pt^^J;i2iS /^d| Bf^si,,Qr redi9M«4c,a m^^a^ 
are 'Equally; .abljLfir,rpnti&vn. {the iftf^itit 
prpyed thj^re|)gr ,tban.l^,f/^v.' Tih* Pofw.W 

furijug/ ^*,,alJ,,,Y{hp».,Jphc)uJI.4l c»8d^flift' ..yif 
We nave now Teen the 6iriJ!f, pareafage. 




taktrig bpon thfetnfelvdji-to in<« 
terfetc- v^ith thfe" mtHdHty' afia'^ndlty^'Sf 

the, Jt^vtai! .q^d\nm^%:,9h,ffii>fr^m^r] w«i«i 
fii]fplyconn{^ua< th«'«>iw7«'<of )th6.ffi;A^ bnd 

tmK* aad/.theriefipre, itt . is,i.,tl(!aWia , want.w 
a 'feumaw cereteoiiy Aiafr ^ver'^dr/* f)&i?/»' v^ff-' 
atr*; • •This irtr''dlf airt'rfVprp^^iyrtilte.JJ^l^r^ 

q6 or not,: m^ ^-.K,^.^^}^^.^y^^h%0^prm9i?f}{f^i 



wiif^^e^Umarriage in the fijgiht d^iOoi>.»!iAlli 
beyond this is matter' of* cSrerAott^i 'iJ^^** 
,wx I. cencv, 



[ r58 1 

eency, illd pnidetace; I do not pttttiid 
to difpute the^ expediency of fuch things; 
ibty are, and mayi and mufl be binding, 
as to the dowries of whes^^thc kgithnation 
of children in a civil view-— their inherit^ 
tng eftates and honours, and in fuch^Uke 
fc^es : but with refpcA to Goo's inftitu- 
tion, it remains as aCnd wifere it did, and 
fo muft remain, without any poffibility of 
receiving the. leaft alteration, or being at 
611 fubjd% to the diipofal or inventions of 
friejicrqft and fiiperfiitum. Therefore it 
continues a truu indelibly written in the 

♦ •* A clergyman, in perfbrming a marriafMrcen^ 
wudtfy does npt confer any right or priWIege on the 
parties which they had not before from natnoe \ but 
only, isi a public manner, witnefies and authentic 
cates the public declaration they make, of having 
entered into a matrimonial agreement according to 
the laws and cuftoms of the country. Thus, whe- 
ther the ceremony be performed by a clergyman^ or, 
as it foimerly was, and ftill is, in many parts of the 
globe, by the-ffv/V magijhratiy neither the a^ of the 
ibrgyman or magijlrau convey any rights but ent^r 
on public record the recognizance of fuch parties en-* 
tering, with mutual confent, on the exercife of a 
n^i^/ which they have by nature : — as when an heir at 
law fucceeds to an eftate, the ceremonies cuftomary 
in the country where he refides, at entering him biir^ 
convey to him no new rjght to that eftate, but only 
publicly declare, and manifeft to his country, that.' 
he has entered on the ufe of that eftate, by virtue of 
his inherent ri^ht as heir to it by nature/' See AUx^ 
aniir^ Hift. Wom. voL ii. 159. 

% oracks 
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macks £/* God, that; wfaerd parties cbmt^ 
together under promife and intention of 
marriage^ fach promife and intention can 
never be retraced by the parties thdn-i 
felves, nor diflblyed by any power oil 
earthy without doing violence to the ex^^ 
prefs and pofitive law of God. Nay I Will 
go farther^ and fay, that though there htx 
np promife or intention of marriagti. yet 
if a man entice a virgm^ or, without pro^ 
viou8 enticement, meet with her zxA HtrM-- 
BLE HER, fhe {hall for that reafon be &k 
wife ; he riioy not put her away all his dayxl 
Comp. Exod^yisjx. \b. Deut. xxii. a8,29« 
Were thefe truths as indelibly received^ 
written, and believed within the confcienct 
as they ought to be— * \ \ 

** So many of the fix wduld ilot, in vain, 

*' Of fakhlefs-men, and broken* vows^ complain/' 

A man would no more flare XQl feduce a 
virgin, and then abandon. her,, than he 
would dare to murder her ; as He would be 
convinced that the Jaw of Qov as really 
forbids the^r/w^r as it does the ^:>/^* If 
thefe i&9^ commandments, were, as they 
ought to be# the law of the land, the /m- 
gifirate, as in yrael, would have ? fuch 
power of coercion in every cafe, as Would 
render the defigns of villainy, and the nia- 
chiijiations of treachery, abortive. 

^Till 



lunent^i 'but! cbfinot* nmciyr- )i^ drriolfiil 
orilsi which' atisnd J^uBlon iktd > dififilietmi} 
taAitSn the|Mi|tb0ik ^l>rfiB<6f'rtM £^f<jb^ri 
fKf-^Sai!rettimedi'aAd''l:\mjlUkred>all the'^ 
fr^Jimtttbdt afl^iknift0iitt^>thifltHH/an^iifii 

tBey. iudi ti6^^p$mJfhriMn% ^ ^^fbA^ojf^ tH 

9fpfc^ode)iiadjl» cmfpirten ->£\3d>'l¥U t. >< 
-r^Mi'^ilh9'yiiidM»fimm M<hicb «t)luldftinif 

h-tl\iiparmt of {Gi ttior £u^.\&4aej^f»a/i 
j(ltf«/liui)in^di.'.t8mt tf a>tt&BiiialvMd)y:tnaM 
tied, i^nticsei & i tvitpn, 6sQi • hb > ip ' tot think 
himfelf 3ound to ahtmSoni fai^i ^cdnthafy 
to the ^ojithe. (ommM^ of (j\Qp^J mnH, 
in.,.<h4§ :b|#ce,,,'.fay; lci!P3iet]biAg...ropire on 
that iubjea. " , , , 

wliich rimoh fi^ the prili^itivt ' t!i>Wa>Js ariif 

«ftfeefh and' Wn<^4tiQii, iiid^wliit^ *?epro- 
Wited^' " fei^J ihbr^idger^V'liftifc; fee'tte'r 
TihAtiadli»th;"*'Mkh6\ii'm ' fftuitdaiiibii 

^Mf*^^ ••••'' ■'^- ''^•' ■-^-^^^'' ^^*^- 

iKt?h-'*iheri'rtdris' "/rfAr^rfV but nieVdr/ -Si 

.-viJi^.L ,:^*. -A. ■'• :■-• ■■;• ■"^' •'»■■-• 
. J'iThe firft inflance rccor-.'cd oi polygamy is that of 

Lamech^ 

7 
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lias beeii fully proved, with the leaft 
inark of difapprobation or difallowanGc 
—though often pradlifed, and this openly 
and avowedly^ by thofe whom the New 

Teftamerit 

Lamechy (fee before,' vol. i. 147, 153.) a cotempo- 
rary with Adam^ and* only fix perfons from him ia 
a dire(9! line (fee Gen, iv. 17 —tg.) about lao years 
after the creation of the world \ a period too in'con- 
fiderable in point of time, confidering the longevity 
of mankind in thofe days, to leave us the lean: 
room to imagine, that what bad been pronounced 
by Adam on the fubjeft of marriage, as recorded 
Gen. ii, 24. aftd by him doubtlefs delivered to his 
children, was either mifunderftood or forgotten. 

LeClerci on Gen. iv. ig. is far from condemning 
Lamechy as fomehave done— his .words are, " Hinc 
** porro an primus *xo\\jyd,yL©- fuerit LamecbiiS 
*' non fatrs conftat; nee ^oAi/j'A/^ift co initio magis 
♦* vituperari potuit, quam fratrum &fororutn dam- 
•' nantur matrimonia. Sive enim humani genc-^ 
•* ris hoc poftulaverit propagatio ; feu earum, quas 
*' duxit Lamechus alteri alius vir non fuerit, cui 
•' collocaretur, mulieribus viros numero fuperan* 
*^ tibus ; feu quaecunque alia fuerit caufa in' tanta 
^' hominum raritate, Mofes. quod multis poft fiseculis 
^' gentis fuse fa£titarunt fan£i:iffimi patriarcba^i 
** jLamicho vitio vertere non potii-k." 

^^ From hence it does ttct fufficiently appear^ 
** whether Lamech was the firft pofygamtfti noj: 
*' could polygamy^ in that early time of the world, be 
** any more found fault with, than the marriage of 
** brothers and fitters be condemned. Whether the 
^ propagation of the human kind might require this 
•* —or one of the women whom Lamech married, 
*' had no other man to whom (he might be given 
^ in marriage, the women then exctiSih^ men in 
Vol. IL M " numbers 
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Tcftament fcts forth as examples of 
faith and holinefs (Heb. vi. 12. Heb. xi. 
throughout y with Heb. xii. i.) yet nover 
in any one fingle inftance condemned. 
Laws are made for its regulation, to efta- 
blifli the inhcritablenefs of the iflue, . to 
prevent partiality in the difpofal of the 
polygamies cfFefts among the children 
which he might have by two wives y and 
to forbid his forfaking or even Jlighting 
a Jirft wife, if he took a fecond to her. 
The New Teftament never mentions it at 
all, either as good or had: therefore our 
laws againfl it, or opinions about it, can 
no more make it JinfuU than tht filly no- 
tions of the primitive Chrijiians and fa^ 
thersy could make it ** little better than 
*' adultery^ for a man to marry a fecond 
wife after the death oi his Jirji, or than 
the laws of Rome can make it frful to 
deny fve of Peter Lombard s feven facra- 
ments, or in a prieft to marry at all. It 
is not in the power of men to invent fins, 
and then charge them upon the confci- 
ences of their fellow-mortals to their 
condemnation before God : — ^the aflum-. 

** numbers — or whatever elfe might be the cafe in 
*' fuch a fcarcity of men — Mofes could not turn 
** that into a crime^ which the tnoji holy patriarchs 
^' of his nation praftifcd afterwards for man^ 
*« ages." 

10 ing 
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irig this. Is a part of t\izt /piritual wick-- 
ednefs in heavenly things (Eph. vi. 12.) 
which has long diftinguifhed the mother 
of harlots and abominations of the earth. 
Rev. xvii. 5. It may be looked upon as 
one ftriking evidence of the Pope's being 
the man ofjin^ defcribed 2 Theff. ii. 3, 4, 
for it is oppojing and exalting himfelf above 
all that is called God, or that is worjhip-^ 
pedi it isy as God , Jitting in the temple 
of God, Jhewijig himfelf that he is God. 

How Jhall I curfe whom God hath 

not curfed? Or how Jhall I defy whom the 
Lord hath not defied? — was the faying, 
of a man that bad his eyes open. Numb, 
xxii. 31. xxiii. 8. xxiv. 4; but thofe 
whofe eyes are blinded by fuperflition^ or 
faft clofed by prejudice^ will take upon 
themfelves to do what Balaam^ daring 
and wicked as he was, would not pre- 
fume to do. The anfwer which he gave 
to Balak's meflengers, when they im- 
portuned him to come and curfe Ifrael^ 
was a good precedent for us to follow, 
whenfoever we deliver our opinion on 
the lawfulnefs or unlawfulnefs of any ac- 
tions of men, where confcience towards.' 
God is immediately concerned ; and in- 
deed it ought to be the language of all 
our laws, both of church and ftate — ** If 
** Balak would give me his houfe full of; 
M 2 ** filver 
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'* filvcr and gold, / cannot go Beyond tl^ 
*^ commandment of the Lord, to do either 
** good or bad oi my own mindy hnl nvbat 
'' the Lord faith, that will I Jpeak.'' 
Compare Numb. xxii. 5; 6. with xxiv. 
13. However, we are affured th^t the 
curfe caufelefsj Jhallnot come. Prov. xxvi* 
22. Therefore though a man (hould be 
burnt at a ftake for denying J^ve of the 
Popijh iacraments, and by u^ * be rec- 

konei 

. * I muft confefs that I hardly ever read over 
^bofe TOrds of the Te Dtum without arv heart-felt 
ftttisfaaion^ — ** We bilieve that Thou Jhalt come to he 
•* 0Hr fndgei^'. How ftrangely coBti^diftory are 
the judgmeujts <?f ^picn on one another ! how mucb 
under the power of error, caprice, prejudice, and 
refentment! The fame man mall be canonized as a 
feint by fomc,, and curjied'z,s an heretic and apoftate 
by others. , 

The qanonof 5/. Fi^or calls£«/A>rafaIfe teach- 
er and an apoftate, and him and his fellow-reform- 
ers — haretical antichrifts. 

The writings of the Protejiants QXtol them as re- 
formers of the Chriftian church, and revivers of the 
great truths of the gofpel. 

The RomaniJIsc fay, that Luiher died foddenly in* 
a drunken fit, and went to ^tf//— fome of them, that 
he was flown away with by the devil — A caeodamont 
lublatum f^ifle aiierunt. 

^uirinus Cnoglerus has obferved, in his Lutheran 
Creed^ that he had feen a little German book writtea 
in praife of Saint Martin Luther^ which contained 
^t large the legend of this new Saint^ canonized 
by Ae Pr^/5/?<?«/ minillers in Germany^ wherein, 
were thefe words— 

' Ik 
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koned a martyr and a faint ; or another 
be hanged for having tnx;o wives di a time^ 
and be accounted a very great Jinner -^ yet- 

the 

In VlTA^TERNA, 

Christus habit primary habeas tibi V avle fecundasj 
At loca pofi ilhs tirjtiay Luther habet. . 

In LlFig ferERNAL, • , 
Christ has the firft, and Paul the fecond place. 
The third is j^ftly hy our Luther claim'd. 

Sec Gen; Difi. Hift. and Crit, 
vol. yii, p. 247, ?59. , 

About ten years before Luther''^ death j he was ta- 
ken very ill, infomuch that his life was de(J)aircd oK 
The Papi/is not only gave out that he was Ate^fJ 
but actually publiflied the following curious account, 
of his J^/>/)b ; which, for the entertainment of thd 
reader^ and is a fample of Bjomijh veracity, I will 
here tranfciribe. 

'^ A horrible and unheard-of mJricle, whlcli 

*' God, evermore to be.praifed, hath, in th^ 

** filthy death of Martin Luther^ damned hodj^ 

'* and fouU been pieafed to fbew for the glory 

** of Jesus Christ, and towards the amend- 

** ment and comfort of the godly. 

** When Martin Luther was taken fick, he de^ 

** fired the body of our Lord to be communicated 

** unto him j which having received, he foon af-* 

•* ter died. When he found the end of his lifo 

•* drawing on, he defired that they would lay his 

f^ corpfe upon an altar, and that paying thereto 

** divine honours, they fliould worfnip it. But 

'* God at laft, to puc a period to his horrible 

•* errors, admoniflicd the people by a mighty mi-^ 

*^ raclc to aibftain from that impiety, which th^ 

'* tiii Ltiiher had brought in : for bis body being 

H .}^|d - into the grave, there arofe fuch a fuddei^ 

M 3 " tumult 
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the ciirfe of the Papi/is could not in- 
j^ure the firfi, nor the bad opinion of 
Papifts and Protejiants united, in the 
leaft afFedt thtfecond. Both would fall 
by the hand oi fuperjiition — both teftify 
^e horrors of its afcendency over the 
minds of men — both fiand or fall to bis 
own majler. Rom, jciv, 4. 

On 

*' tumult, hbn-or, and earthquake, as if the foun- 
*' dations <Jf the world had been fliook, fo that all 
?* that were at the funeral were ftruck with 
" amazemefit. But lifting up their eyes, they faw 
** the A^ A^ hanging in the ^ir" {this you muji 
Jupfofe to he the hoji h£ received latelu which Huould 
not vouchfafe to remain in fuch a vile heretic* s body,} 
♦* Therefore, with great devotion of mind, they 
*' took the moil holyhoji^ and laid it up in a facred 
f * place 5 which being done, the hellifli clatter 
** ceafed to be heard j but the nigjit followiiig, 
'* there was a more frightful noife about Luther* 5 
** tomb than before, which raifed the whole city, 
^* aftonifhed and half dead with fear : therefore in 
*' the morning they opened the grave, in which 
'* the deteftable body of Luther was laid, but 
** found therein neither body nor bones, nor any 
** of the cloaths, but a hellifli ftench of brim- 
** Itone coming out of the grave, that almofl: 
*' choaked all that came near it. With which mi- 
** racle very many being affrighted, have amended 
*' their lives, to the honour of the Chriftian faith, 
" and glory oijefus Chrijt:' 

This curious writing, with Luther* s anfwer to it, 
i^ to be found in Lonicerus^s Theatrum Hijioricum^ 
fol. 246. and in Hijl. of Popery^ vol. ii. pu 316. 

After confidering thefe, and many other, inftan-r 
CCS which might be given, who, that values the 

peace 
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On the contrary, let us femember^ 
that there is a curfe which is riot caujelefs, 
and therefore will come — no canotis timtt, 
of the ancient or ^vaodtxti chrifiians — no 
human laws, inventions, cuftoms, or 
opinions will keep it off, or foften its 
rigour ; for it is written in the New Tef- 
tament as well as in the Old Teftament 
•^Curfed is every one that continifeth no( in 
ALL things which are written in the 
BOOK OF THE LAW to do them. The 
man who takes a virgin into hi$ pojfejion^ 

peace of his own mind, would trouble himfelf, 
where truth is concerned, a fingle inftant about the 
fufFrages of ignorant mortals, either one' way or the 
other? — Well faid Paul — JVith we it is a very fmdll 
thing (iAct%irov— the fmalleft-rleaft— either in it- 
felf, or in my concern about it) to be judged of you 9r 
of man's judgment — but be that judgeth me is the 
Lord, i Cor. iv. 3^ 4. That fame Lord will 
judge us — therefore, to know his willj and to do it^ 
fhould fuperfede all other concerns whatfoever^ 
Then I believe it will trouble us, as little as \i 
now: troubles honeft Luther »nd his fellow-Ia->^ 
bourcrs, whether our fellow mortals curfe or ca^. 
nonize us.— -As to the fufFrages of men— 

All your Philofiphers agree j 

And prove it plain^ that oife may be 

A heretic J or true believer^ 

On this or toother fide a river. 

Prior's Alma, Canto IL 

Making human opinion the ftandard of tiruth^ is 
like making xYitcameleon a ftandard of colour. 

M 4 and 
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iad then forfakes and abandons her^ le( 
his own fituation be what it may (the 
kn» makes no difference) will find, that 
nothing can vapatc the obligation of the 
divine eaf^manJs, Exod. xxii. 16. (comp. 
Deut. kxii. i8, 29,) which declare that Jbe 
Jhall s iTR« L y endow her to be bis wife. The 
words ro^tntt* '1(10 are an cmphatical re- 
cluplication- — dotando dotabit — endowing 
be jhaH endow i&er-— which exprefTes 
the pofilive certainty that it Jhall and 
iw^^bc to : lik-e Gen.' ii. 17. mon mO — 
mpripndo morieris— ^;«^ thou Jl^alt die ; 
which we, according to our idiom, well 
tranflate— /i&w Jhdljurely die. We may 
give much the fame rcafon for the re- 
duplication of the words in thefe paf- 
fagcs, as Jofeph gave for the doubling 
Fbaraoh^sdrtSLm^ Gen, xli. 32. — For that 
tbe dream was doubled jinto Pharaoh twice^ 

it is BECAUSE THIE THING IS ESTA- 
BLISHED BY God, and God will jhortly 
bring {t to pafs. Equally plain and cer- 
tain, and even more explicit, i$ that of 
Deut • xxii • 29. Firji^ we have the com-: 
mand it/elf— She Jhall be bis wife : Ser 
condfyy the reaJon—Becaufe be hatb bum-- 
bled her : I'birdly^ the indijfolubility of the 
pofitive obligation arifing therefrom— iZlf 
may not put her away all bis days. To re- 
concile thefe things, which are written in 

tbe 



tJbe Jaw^ with our opinions and fyftemft 
of matrimony, is imppflible \ thefe laws 
are evidently explanatory of the /r/r 
mary law of marriage, oijrs contradiftory 
thereto ; for no contradjftion can be more 
apparent, than that which arife§ betweei; 
a laW| commanding marriage on the fimT 
pie terms of the original inftit^ition — ber 
caufe be hai humbled her — and thus bc- 
cbme one Jlejh — and a |aw prohibiting 
marriage but on comj[fficated terms of 
human invention, and even making vbtd^ 
to all intent^ and turpofe^ whatfoever^ 
the obligation which refults merely from 
the divine command. When we farther 
ponfider this to be the cafe, . in a coun-? 
try where the people profefs a belief of 
the Bibky and who read thefe laws ovec 
in the public congregations of the ejla^ 
blijhed church once in every year, we 
furely ought to lament the reign of Ju-- 
perjiition in the confciences of men, 
who pray to God to write His laws in 
their hearts^ and yet contentedly live un- 
der and embrace a fyftem as oppofite to 
thofe laws, as light to darknefs. How 
can we caft a ftone at the Papijls^ for 
jftriking the Jecond commandment out of 
the Decahgucy while we ourfelves ftrike 
thefe commandments out of the book 
of the law f May not they fay to us— 

5 ^' 
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i > bypKTites, firjl caji the beams out of 
your 9fwn eyes, and then jhall ye fee clearly to 
fuS<mt the motes which are in our eyes ? 

By tbefe laws no man can take a virgin, 
and then abandon her; by our laws a 
man may take ^n hundred, and abandon 
them all : — By the firjl, therefore, prof- 
iitution is impoflible— by tht fecond it is 
a natural coriieqifence ; for by the one it 
n(!ver can happen, by the other it do^{, 
and rnttft happeq^ every day. 

'Henfce it folloVsfs, that the feduftion of 
^irpns by [^rlgle 'men, who afterwards 
piit them away becaufe they will not marry 
fh^m publicly— and by married men, 
xx\h6 cannot li^tj would— mzy be looked 
updii.as the two flood-gates of female 
riiin and mijfery : nothing can ever put a 
ftop to their deftruftive deluge, but the 
abrogation oi fuperfiitious laws and cuf- 
toms, and the reftoration of the divine 
flan of fecurity and protection, which is 
fo clearly revealed, fo pofitively com- 
manded, by the God of heaven. 

Perhaps fome will be ready to fay, 
that, ** if virgins will deliver up their 
*' perfons to men without the ceremojiy^ 
^* lirft paft, but more efpecially to mar^ 
*' ried men, where they know the ceremony 
'* cannot pafs, do they not deferve to 
'' fuifer ?" Reader, if thou haft found 

this 
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this /mere queftipn prefenting itfelf to 
thine imagination, as, if thou art one of 
thofe who art wife in their own eyesy and 
prudent in their own Jight (If. v. 21.) 
trufting in thyfelf that thou art righteous^ 
Sec. (Luke xviii. 9.) it may have done 
more than once, in the perufal of thefe 
pages— let me advife thee to lay down 
my book, apd take up a betters turn to 
John viiu 3. and read attentively to ven 
12.— confider deeply that fliort hiftory 
which is recorded there, weigh well the 
circumftances, mark the charafters, ap- 
ply what is faid ver. 7. to thyfelf, and if 
thou findeft thyfelf inclinable to retire 
with thofe Serines and Pharifeesy leaving 
the objed:s of thy contempt and bitter 
fcorn to the mercies, the tender mercies 
of the God who made them, knowing 
that thou thyfelf art alfp in the fame 
condemnation — well : if other wife, let me 
alk thee — Is thine eye eviJ becavfe God is 
good? (Matt. XX. 15.) If He who knowetb 
whereof we are made hath gracioufly 
provided againft the fad and ruinous 
confequences of human frailty, even as 
to this world, by enad:ing pofitive laws 
in order to prevent them, where they 
muft fall the heavieft^ and of tourfe 
moft need prevention, is it for thee to 
find fault with fo gracious a difpenfa- 

tion. 
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tion,'not ctfiifidcring that thou thyfclf 
art a monument of the like mercy ? For 
if God had faid concerning thee, what 
1 fuppofe thee to have been faying con- 
jierning others ; had He made ho pro- 
vifion in His providence that thou 
mighteft efcapp the confequences of 
<hine own frailty, where hadft thou now 
been ? •— not cenfuring and condemnihg 
others, but thyfelf condemned to irretriev- 
able mifery, involved in inextricable ruin ! 
—Make not then thyfelf wt/er and Aolier 
than God i buV lament the ravages of 
luft, fedjiftiori, arid proftitutioni lef thine 
eyes (like t)it PfdJmiJPs}: ^t0 out tmtb 
watery becaufe men \eep,not God's laiq^ 
jpf. cxix. 136. Prayertrfeook tranflation. ' 
I fay not thjs as allowing ' it poffible 
for human liaws cufloms, and opinions, 
to make any thing (inful^ whicn God's 
Jaw hath not made fo ; Jin is the tranf- 
grejjton of the law — where there is no laix; 
there is no tranfgrejjion — nor is Jin impu-- 
fed where there is no la^. Thus fpeak the 
fcriptures, as we have before obfervcd ; 
but li fuperjiition binds heavy burdenf^ and 
grievous to be borne ^ and lays them upon 
mens Jhouldersy the confcience muft groan 
under the preflure," till the weary and 
heavy laden are releafed, by the friendly 
and beneficent hand of divine truth'. Tq 

fay 



iky that a virgin, who delivers herfelf 
into the pofleflibn of the man of her 
choice, with an intent to become Ais 
wife, fins in fo doing, unlefs an outward 
ceremony of man's device be firft per- 
formed, is to fay what the Bible has n6 
where faid : all that God fays in fuch a 
cafe is, that they (hall be one Jlejlj, and 
that Jhe Jhflll be the mans wife — be may 
not put her away all bis days. So that aft 
contrivances which hinder the operatidri 
of this law, are not only fo many fnares 
l^id for the confcience, which may en- 
thrall and bring it into /ubjedion to the 
pride and arrogance of man, but are big 
with every mi^hief which the divinb 
LAW was enadted to prevent. 

The infamy, which, by this means, 
is ftamped on fuch an a^, has occafioned 
the murder of as many infants by the 
hands of their mothers, in this Cbrijiian 
country, as were probably facrificed to 
Moloch in the fame fpace of territory, by 
the hands of the heathen priefts. 

If, in confonance with the divine 
LAW, fuch an a£l was deemed to create 
an indijfoluble union between the parties, 
and the public recognition of it was to be 
inforced in every inftance, as under the 
law of Mofesy this mark of infamy would 
be removed, and, together with it, onz 

of 
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of the moft horrid of^ all temptations 
to one of the moft unnatural and dread- 
ful of all criipes. 

When Tamar is arguing with the in- 
ceftuous Amnon againft his unhallowed 
attempt upon her chaftity (2 Sam. xiii.) 
Ihe might well fay — " And I^ whither 
^^ Jballl caufe my pame to go ?"for fuch an 
aft was direftly againft the pofitive law 
of God, Lev. xviii. 9. — but where is the 
authority from fcripture to ftamp the 
infamy of whoredom on the exercife of 
tnat right, with which every woman is 
inveftecf by the God of nature, for the 
propagation and continuance of the hu- 
man fpecies ; I mean, that of beftowing 
her * perfori on the man of her choice } 

♦ To fay — *' This is Jinful before the ceremony ^ 
** but lawful after the ceremony^^ is to attribute a fort 
of power of m^ral tranfubJiantiatiGny either to the 

frieft^ or to the ceremony ^ or to both : not very un- 
ike that power in the church of Rome^ of changing 
one ftibrtance into another. To imagine, that, that 
which is evSl can become good by any invention or 
power in man, is not lefs abfurd, than to fuppofe, 
that a little flour and water becoming a wafer by the 
art of the baker ^ can become the body, flefli, and 
bones of a man by the art of a prieft. See before, 
VoK i. 45 — 47. vol, ii. 156, 1^7, 158. n. Conftder 
the wori of ijODy faith the Preacher^ for who can 
mate that straight which He hath made crook* 
I^D? — '• '• ^hat GOOD which He hath made eyil, 
or that EVIL which He hath made good? EccL 
vii. 13* with EccL i. 15, 

Having 
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Having once done this, if fhe goes to 
another (living the firft) (he is nfli<i— 
an' adulterefs \ if (he falls into the prac- 
tice of promifcuous intercourfe, going 
from one man to another, as luft, or gain, 
c>r hire, may prompt, (he is an harhty or 
^hore, in the true fenfe of the word 
nJIT or TT^vii, and under the law would 
have been put to death— but in the other 
cafe, we have no'more scripture au- 
thority to call her. an whore, or to 
(lamp the leaft infamy upon her, than 
the pious people at Bourdeaux had for 
jiontng 2. certain young lady of quality 
to death, for being fafpedted to hav45 
fojied on a Sunday* See Comm. on EJfay 
on Crimes and PunipmentSy chap. iii. All 
thefe things originated from the ambi- 
tion and avarice of the clergy in the mid- 
dle ages; who, to lay the reft of the 
world under contribution in the bufinefs 
of marriage, as well as in many other 
particulars, made it into a sacrament, 
obfcured the real nature and e(rence of 
it, and wrefted it out of the hands of 
ih^ civil power J as to the outward znd 
public recognition of it, to fecure it to 
themfelves; after which a man and 
woman could not marry but for the 
emolument of the church. * A new- 
married 
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Itiarried couple were not fufFered to tona- 
bit for a given time, unlefs they paid the 
church for a difpenfation, nay, a man was 
not allQwed ri&r^!^;^ burial, unlefs he be- 
queathed fomething to the church.— «In 
juiprt, a man ^^ could neither comid into 
/* the world, continue in it, nor go out 
'* of it," as a late writer ha^ well ob- 
ierved, ** without being laid under con- 
** tribution by the clfetgy." See jikx* 
Hift. of Women, vol. ii, 259. 

Were our laws what they ought to be^ 
were they founded on the baifis of the 
DIVINE LAW, they would come in aid 
of female dijirefs ; they would refcue the 
poor dcferted objedt of the man's ingrati- 
tude and barbarity, from that unautho- 
rized reproach 9 which is found fo fatally 
intolerable by the weaknefs of xS\t female 
mind; and lay the whole infamy and in- 
convenience, whatever thefe might be, 
on the guilty betrayer of an undeferved 
afFedlion. 

I have before faid fomething on Deut. 
xxii. 21 ; but on farther confidcration of 
that paflage, am convinced that the wo- 
man who is faid to play the nvhore in 
her father s houfe^ cannot mean that her 
crime confided in giving her perfon to a 
man, without a marriage-ceremony red 

over 
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pver her by a frieji — for no fi^ch tKing 
^ii^ed in IfrHel as the interferepice of 
priefts in marriage— nor was therp gny r^-r 
/jf WW ceremony whatfoevcr appn-the oc- 
^f^yfion-i— the only thing wjiich Ippks like 
a^ ^ut%vard ceremony^ is the pajmaent of 
the "^rtti or dower ^ into the hands of 
tb? fafher of the virgin — buj everj the 
t^^^ t>f this Gefe^opy did j}pt anqui (hQ 
marriage, or render the woipan (rin$inali 
a^lappears from the cafe oiF xhc fedtifed 
^oirgini l^^qd, xxii. i(^. v^ho i$ not 
pQfimianded to be put to deaths as the 
9K)man is in the other cafe, aijd as pyery 
|9^rf pf the daughters of Ifraei was^ 
Thcf efpre^ in order to ren4er the f^rip^ 
ture confiftent with itfelf, lye inpft fijp-r 
pOfe that the won^an wap a k^r^^tked vir^ 
gin, who, between her betrothpient and 
her inarriage with the mi3iii Mvbo fofind 
her nof a maid^ had given her perfon to 
awtb^ri this in deceit of both— cpnceal- 
ing her betrothment from the. on?, spid 
her defikment froip the other — thus play^ 
ing the wborny and fubjedting herfelf to 
the Jj^w concerning betrotb^d damftlsV 
who, if they fufFered thenifelves to be 
violated, were to htjionedto death j f Qoipp. 
Vf?r* Ti^s 24.) where the njap thstMywth 
bfrw^ alfo tft fuffcr the fame pupifh- 
... Vol. IL N meat — 
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mcnt— but as the man is not mentioned 
in this light, ver. 2 1 . we muft fuppofe 
that he was decehedj and had done it ig-. 
norantly, therefore innocently ; for with 
regard to capital punifliment, nemo eft 
reus nifi mens Jit rea. It is to be re- 
marked, in fupport of the above inter- 
pretation, that tne w^w, Exod. xxii. 16; 
and Deut. xxii. 28. have the addition of 
not betrothed. \ 

Since I wrote the above, I have look- 
ed into Bifhpp Patrick^ and am not a lit- 
tle fatisficd with the interpretation abovft 
given of Dcut. xxii. 21. as I find it fo 
exafftly harmonizes with the fentiment« 
of that learned prelate. His comment 
is as follows 

" And the men of her city Jhalljione her 
** with Jiones till Jhe die.] This was 
** the punifliment of fuch Ww/Z^r^^j', ex- 
•* cept only of a priejfs daughter, who> 
•* if (be was guilty of this crime, wa9 
'* burnt aU've, Lev. xxi. 9. — and it 
** plainly fliews he fpeaks here of a wo- 
** man corrupted between the time of 
'* her efpoufalsy and her huiband's com- 
** pleating the marriage; otherwife he 
** could not have had this capital ad:ion 
** againft her, &c. And this Maimonidet 
*• faith in Seder Zcraim, that from Mofes 
c . >^ to 
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*^ to his time> it was never doubted the 
** Woman he here fpeaks of was one that 
•* proved falfe to her hulband, after Jhi 
** was contrasted to him.'* 

The Bifhop, in one part of his note, 
feems to call it ** Jtmple fornicatiorij' if 
the virgin was entirely fingle and difen- 
gaged ; which proves how prejudice will 
afFed: the minds even of learned and judi- 
cious perfons; iot fornication^ or. whoredom, 
i— nit — whether fmple or compound, was 
death to the woman who was guilty of 
it ; which is a conclufive proof, that the 
virgins mentioned Exod. xxii. i6. and 
Deut. xxii. 28, 29. were not guilty of 
cither, and, of cpurfe, that none under 
the fame predicament ought to be in* 
famoufly ftyled whoresy and driven to the 
defperation of deftroying themfelves or 
their children, or both, or be driven 
out of all civil fociety, to be vagabonds 
on the face of the earth ; but they fhould 
be invefted, by the laws of the land, 
with the undoubte4 right with which 
the laws of God inveft them, and thus 
preferved to th^it friends, the public, and 
themfelves. 

As for confcience, or that faculty of 
judging and determining on our own ac- 
tions, and thus excufng or accu/ing our- 
N 2 fclves. 
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fclves, Rom. ii. 15. — it i$ st fort o£ judges 
on whofe determinations the happipefa 
or mifery of the huoian mind Ti>uii 
greatly depend, not only with refpe<Sk to 
this world, but with refpe£^ alfo tQ that 
which is to come — For if our heart coh^ 
demn us^ Gop is greater tban our kecff^t> 
^d knowetb all things — if our heart con^ 
defun MS nof^ then have. 'Ufe confidence tor 
wards Qpp. i John iiL 20,. 21.— .Of 
what ferious in^portance niuft it thea 
be, that the decifions and d^terminatioiivc 
c^ this awful tribunal fhqiild be founcjlod 
on tl>e clc^reft and paojft incpntroyertihU 
evidence? \n this r^fpec^ it may be£uid 
to have an advantage over ^1 otti^rcoMJitf 
of judicature which we are acquainted 
withj^ and that is, in having accefs to 
tcftimony which cannot lye nor deceivq, 

to REC0RI>8 OF ETERNA^t TRUTH, dfe- 

livered to us, as it were, under the Jeal 

of H*AVEN ITSELF. NoW Ict US fuppofe 

a judge fealed on the bench — a crioiinal 
at the bar— the jury fworn— the witaeffcs. 
on both fides fworn and prepared to givje 
th^ir tt^i^mpfiy— -his Lfirdjbip ftc^s all 
proceedings with — ** Gentlen^en, X will 
^* prpceed 90 farther, I will have none 
'^ of ^ff wi^fies ^atjdined; the cafe 
** 9f tl^e^^^ at the bar is fufficiejatly 

" related 
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^ related in an article of ftich k news^ 
"^^ paper 9 clearly ftated in fuch a pamphlet^ 
*^ aifid you muft acquit or condertih him 
«* according to thfefe." — I believe thfc 
judge who could a6t thus. Would bfe 
<feemed very unfit to be fentrufted ^ith 
the lives and properties of his fellow- 
fubjefts. — In thi« jrad^^ we fee a lively 
emblem of a miftaken, tai«-kd, blidd^ 
iconjcience^ which fuffers itfelf to decidfe 
on the lawfukefi or unhwfiiikefs of «ny 
thing before Goi>, afid in His fight, frorh 
the iftaxims, prejudices, lawSj cuftom^, 
and vulgar erroirs of fallible nleh, and nc!t 
troni the infallible written teftlmbny df 
<56d's moft MOLT woRr> — It (i iBe SPi^ 
KIT that beareih witnefs^ fretatife tie Spi- 
rit /f truth. 1 J^n V, 6. The not bcs- 
i^g poffeffed of this authentic teftimony 
of the mind and will of GoD, or nbt ad- 
verting to it-, lb fts to make it the dke 
rule of our judgment, in mattets pertain*- 
ife|; to the conjcience^ puts Ih6 blind Jf^/- 
^theti and the ignorant €hr^ian upon k 
level. We are told in hiftory, that when 
'jl^'Gartbaginians were defeated by Aga- 
;-f^i^i tyt2itik of Sicify, they imputed 
thfelr misforttirie to the anger bf Saturn, 
4iFh^ Viras one of their tutclat dcitifes, and 
**' N 3 this 
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this anger they imagined to have arifen 
from a neglcdt which they had been 
guilty of towards IJim, with regard to 
the facrifices which were offered him. 
In antient tiines it was ufual to facrific? 
children of the moft noble faniiUes %q 
him, but for fome years paft, in thefp 
facrifices, they had fubftituted children 
of mean extraction, fecretly bought and 
bred up for th^t purpofe, in the room of 
thpfe npbjy born, This th^y now confir 
dered as a departure from the religion of 
their forefathers, and confequently werp 
confcious of having given their Deity 
juft caufe of offence. To expiate the 
guilt of fp horrid an impiety^ a facrifice of 
200 children of the firft rank was made tp 
the bloody GocJ; and above 300 other per- 
fons, in a fenfe of their dreadful negled:, 
voluntarily offered themfclves as victims, 
to pacify^ by the effu|;on of their bloodjj 
the wrath of this Deity. See Univ. Hift. 
vol. xvii. p. 447, 448. Such were the 
determinations of (onfcknce when without 
revelation. 

When we qonfider the behaviour of the 
Portnguezey which we have feen mentioned 
before, (p. 141.) or refled: on the rivers of 
Protejiant blood whiph were poijred fbrt|x 

at 



nt^ Paris in 1 572, * or in Ireland in 1^41, 
l?y tibe hands of the Papijls — and all for 
cgnfcience fake-^we have but to compare 

the 

. *♦ On the 24.th of 4uguji^ 1572 j at Paris^ wejre 
tnajfacred^ in the diead of jthe night, not lef? than 
25,000 Huguenots. 5*or this execrable adion Pope 
Gregory XIII. ordered a public thankfgiving, and 
fent a legate to Charles IX> to intreat him to con- 
tinue it. On O^obir ^13, 1641, about ioo,000 
Protejlants were either burnt or buried ali^e, 
drowned, or ripped open, &c. by the Papifts in 
Ireland. See S/r John Parfons^s Hiftory of tfic 
Manatfe^ tT^tVi from examinations upon oath. 

flefofe' this, in the Low Countries^ from the firft 
edid of Charles V. aiino 1530, to the year 1558 in- 
clufive, there were hanged, beheaded, buried alive, 
or burned, 50,000 perfons, befides the multitudes 
put to d^ajch in France. See Brent Counc. Trent. 

413- 

Six'hnnArti of the Jlbigenfes were put to death 
in one day by Philippus Auguftus — and the Waldenfes 
fmothered 'in the caves whither they fled to hide 
themfdves. lb. 414. 

Thefe are but a fmall part of the cruelties of 
that hXooAy fuperjlition of that mother of harlots and 
abominations of the earth -^^tv. xvii. 5. — of whom 
we may truly fay, in the language of the Poet, 
Trijlius baud ill A monjfrurny necfavior ulla 
Pejtis^ ira Deum Stygiis feji extulit undis. 

ViRG. An. iii. 1. 5ti4, 215. 
A heavier fcoiirge was pe'er defign'd. 
By Hell itself, to plague mankind. 
In iQiort, had Satan gone to Rome^ and fummoned 
^ candoDe of feve^n fpirits more wicked than himfelf to 
His ailiftance, they could not have devifed a plan 
flagre fubvcrfive of the gofpel, mojre o^pofite to the 
N 4 fcripture, 



the Qb)H^kH who d66s not advert te ^S 
Miey With Ihfe CarfBagmiah who had ik^ 
J5/^/<f, arid we ftiatl find ja like caujfe pro- 
ducing like effedls, though certainly the 
dfife is nibfe inextiifable than the bthft. 
Yet itt both cafes it taiuA be faid^-/* ife^ 
chived b^art bath turned him qjfide^ thai ^ 
cannot deiiver hisfoulp nor fdy^ Is there not 
d lye ih my right h^ndf If. xliv. 20; 

fcripturc, ipore deftrufiive of the liberties, . livcs^ . 
and pj-jOperties of maiikind, than that fuperjiitiou^ 
which h^sbkjphemoujly dignified itfelf witli tlie i^- 
pellation of the ^oLY APOfiTOLiCAi cathojlxc 

. The fcourge and curfe it has been' to this country, 
made qtir ancejlorsi at the gloriQiis r^voljfetionp frame 
law3 for it's* total exclufion; we, their chHclren, are 
beginning to repeal thofe laws, uncter a notion of 
favouring religious Hbirty^ and that Popery is not 
now what it was formerly; but let fuch Patriots go 
to the Tower ^ and order one of the lions to be let 
out of his den upon him, and he will find how little 
change of itaturfe has b€<in wrought in the animal 
by his confinement. I fuppofe there is hardly an 
inftance Upon record of the craft inefs of Popej-y^ 
which tranfcends that of perfuading people to believe 
things to be true, wl>ich the evidence of all expe« 
rience, and of even the^r own fenfes, declares to be 
falfe. If Popery appearis to be different from what 
it was, this proceeds not from any alteration in the 
thing itfdlf, but from want of poWer to exert it's 
intoleflnt ifpirit; HoWever,as CoNGkEvt's Mitfk^ 
well fays — ** ^i vuh decipi decipiatttr,**^^^^ If we 
** will not hear the ferpent hifs, we muft be ftung 
** into repehtancc.V 

For 
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Fc* my oivn part, I am perfedly cdn- 
Srihced, mat there is nothing fo abfurd, 
fo wickpd, >r fo foolifh, which the hu-- 
ihln ihind is hot capable of being per- 
jfuaded of^ in religious matters efp^iallyj 
Virhen once it delivers itfelf up to the dic^* 
iztes offuptrfliMH ; for faying this I 4p-i 
tocal p) ihofe hijiories of the globe which 
pavfe Accurately fet forth the various reli-^ 
l^hs, ihatihers, cufloms, opinions, and 
fatvs of its inhabitants. There is Ohft 
life to be thdde of thife things, which isi 
to be thahkful to khe Bejtoiffer of e^oery 
j^bod gifty yAxty is the Fountain of aU Wij» 
tibm^ that He hath been gracioufly pleafed 
to call Out lot tinder the illtiminaitibh of 
thfc Bofy fcriptures j that He hath giveA 
us His wdya^ which is ihith^ to guiofe uS 
tnio all truth. This (hbuld awalten in 
tas a jtalotlfy oVer ourfelvcs-~kfto#ifeig 
ihe Hablcnfels of the human mind to bS 
deceived — which fhould lead us to try 4hd 
fexaihinc whatever is objected to our be- 
lief, oir rd*imm6fldcd to 6ur praftiee^ hf 
the uiieiting rule of God's revelatie'n> 

XioW'^i^ have been done at Ca^tbd^e-, 
m cHiHi^eYi had been facrificcd to Si^tHk 
-^'ha^ Wiis been done by the Papifii ift 
Ftd^be in6, trelandy no mafliicres df JFV^- 
iefiants had difgraccd the Cir^Han naitie 

—and 
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r-afld were it now done amongft; us as it 
ought to be, no brothels would teem with 
harlots — no ftreets fwarm with projiitutes 
-—no wretched infants be butchered by the 
handsj of their moxe wretched mothers }r^^^ 
honour of the married wife would be fe-p 
cured, the ruin of the feduced virgin be 
prevented. Adultery and whoredom would 
no longer dare to face the light, but t)C 
configned to thofc realms of darknef^ 
from whence they came. On the other 
hand, while we are t;aught to believe that 
Jinful which God has commanded — that 
lawful which God has forbidden, we are 
as fatally under the power oi fuperjiition^i 
not only as the Papijisj but as the very 
Jleathetf. themfelves^ nothing can really 
and truly diftinguifh us from either^ but 
an unreferved adherence to thofe com-- 
mandments^ which in fo mapy inft^nces 
we have made of none effe0 by our tradi-r 
ticms. 

When we lay no obligation on the maq 
who feduces a virgin j' to marry her, we 
make, void the law of God, which pofi-* 
lively declares Yitjball — when ^N^t permit 
the man to put her away, and deprive her 
of that xecourfe to juftice which the law 
of God affords her, we vacate the divine 
/«?£;-~whcn, in the cafe of a man already 

married^ 
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vinrriedy. we divorce a virgin^ whichiie has 
feduced, entirely from him, forhiddiAg 
him (and this under pain of death, .i Jac* 
chap. II.) to do her /i&^juftice whicli 
the divine law as pofitively commands, as 
in the cafe of a Jingk man-^viQ command 
what Gqd foriids, zndforiid v/h^t God 
commands. 

In fho^t, our fuperjiition and xkiefuperjii'-. 
tion of Rome go hand in hand; and, how^r 
pver we may be fhocked at that monftrous 
pp^tion^ whiph is mentioned by the Re-f 
yerend Mr; Porteous, in. his. mafterly and 
excellent fermon on Toleration (lately 
preached and publiftied in Scotland, on 
account of the Popip bill) that ^^ If die 
^* Pope was to command a thing to be 
^' done, ^ndijefus Chrijl was to forbid 
" it, yet the Pope muft be obeyed^'— r^ 
this is not more really horrid, in fenfe^ 
though perhaps it mzy in found, than fay- 
jng — where humai} laws command things 
which are inconfiftent with or oppofite 
to the law of God, yet they are to be 
obeyed, FcXv would be fo daring as tcl 
fay this, but it is pradlically declarecl 
throughout bur whole fyftem, as relative 
to the commerce ofthefexes. 

AlSJlo polygamy — which is certainly one 
fink in the chain of God's diipenfations, 

as 
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as to ^tbfolutcly neceflary to pttrcni, in 
many cafes, ik^ defertion nnd pr^ittttioit 
ti wbmcn, as well as to prcfetYe ttien 
/toin vice attd profligacy, tinder various 
jtitcumftances of unavoidable difficultife^ 
tod tettiptations, which, ^^tg^^ fc{>4r4»* 
tion may rfchder them liable fct^ (fee be- 
fore, vol. i.^ p. i8i — 2.) the tJ*iifes of 
wbich may fall fliort of belii^ grounds for 
utter divorce— ^it i^, confidferfed in itfelf, 
bne of the laft things which a nian fhould 
think of, vdip wifhes and aims at thi 
jbappinefs of a d^meftic life. The weight 
and burden of 4 double * femily, the 

' •• This iird^ is'ih o^eftiofe which arifes frbrti 
the ftate of luikury int9 which wc; are fallen ; for 
their piurality of wives was far from being either a 
charge, or an Incumbrance, to the Jews of old 
time, confnJeriiig their /Jiw^Jt way t)f living. The 
4otfieftic aiFairs weire the province of the women, 
whilft that of the hu(band was the bufinefs of the 
fields and vineyards* t)feffing of vi<9:uals, the care 
bi the children, tpinhing, carding, weavihg, aft^i 
th)e like, are often -mentioned in the facr^d books a& 
the occupation of women ; whilft their hufband^ 
chofe the more laborious works. See Univ. Hift, 
vol. iii. p. 146. A great number of children was 
^fteemed, not a burden^ but a peculiar blijjing. See 
Pf. cxxvii. 3,, 4, 5; and, where iaduftry prevaih 
throughout, children maybe as truly looked upon a^ 
the riches oi ^ family^ as the numbers of induftrious 
people are as the riches of a ftate. The tjiort work- 
ing bees there ar^, the richer the hiVe. 

dlftracSions 
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diftraftions which moft probably mufi 
be the efFe^a of jeaioufy between the 
women, ea?h envying the other her fliarc 
in the hufband's afFedions, muft be pro- 
dudlive of difputes, quarrels, and perpe- 
tual difc^uict. We fee this to hav4 been 
the cafe even among the. beft people, who 
were polygamijls. — What were Abrahams 
trials^ \yhich arofe from his connexftipi) 
with Hagarf — ^What tho£t of Jacob yirom 
the jeaioufy and difcontent or Leab and 
Rachel? So Elkanah fufFered not a little 
at the treatment which his favourite 
Hanmb received from her rival Peninnak 
-~and indeed it is fo much in the nature 
of things^ that matters fhould fall out 
alike in alt tin>e§, where there are tKf 
fame c^^fe,s to produce tK^ fame eff'e^St 
that one fhould imagine moft men, who 
conCivUed the peace, quiet, and comfpyt 
of* theoiiielves and families, would fwb** 
icribe to Horaces 

Fetkn 

t I would not prefs this argument too far, leil 
it prove too much j for, to fay truth, how fei(r 
h^ffff viarriages do we fee in the world ? but hoW 
many very tinhappy ones have arifen frqm Ji^md 
marriages ? Where the wife has died, leavip^ fc 
f^mijy of children, and the hufband has married 
a^s^i.n, either to a widow having children of Iwr 
%Vn, 9r to ^fingU woman who brings ifecond hrooa^ 

what 
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Felices ter £sf ampUus 

^os irrupta tenet copula ; nee maltM 
Divulfus querimoniis^ 

Suprema citiusfolvet amor die. 

Thrice happy they, in pure delights. 
Whom love with mutual bonds unites; 
Unbroken by complaints or ftrife, 
Ev'n to the latcft hours of life. 

Francj8« 

It is moft readily to be allowed, that fuch 
people can have nothing to do with the 

fubjea 

what milerics have arifen to the hufbahd and his 
children by a former wife, through the jealoufy and 
envy of the mother-in-law with refpeft to her own 
offspring ? Yet all this has nothing to do with the 
lavjfulnefs or unlawfulnefs of the matter itfelf. Nor 
is it fair to conclude againft what is ejjential^ from 
that which is accidental — it is certainly pojjible that 
one wife may make a man's life completely mifer- 
able, if flic be fuch an one as Solomon mentions, 
Prov. xxi. 19. and xxv. 24. — it is alfo pojftble that 
a man might be. very happy with more than oncy if 
each be like what the fame dhinc penman defcribes, 
Prov. xxxi. 10. &c. Yet, in either cafe, mar- 
riage, as to itfelf, ftands juft as it did, and is, in itfelf, 
juft what the word of God makes it. We can 
only fay, that, in thp prefent corrupted and diftraded 
ftate of things, all conditions of life have their in- 
conveniences and diftrefles : thofe ufually feel the 
moft of them, whofe connexions in the world are 
moft extenfive. 

The late excellent Dr. Hartley of Batby in his 
Obfervations- on Many p. 230. on the queftion 

whether 
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fubjea d( potygamy. The expediency or 
inexpediency of a thing, and its lawful^ 
nefs or unlawfulnefs, are, however, very 
different confiderations i all things dry 
lawful for me J faith the Apofile (i Cori 
vi. 12. X. 23.) but all things are nof ecc^ 
pedient.'—Tnc inexpediency of polygamy \vk 
/wg/? cafes is felf-evident, but in no cafe 
can. its unlawfulnefs be made' to appjcar 
from the ian» of Go J ;^^-^s to the ^Idki^ o£ 
man, it can no more make it JinfuU <hai» 
it can make marriage itfelf fnfuL K'cler^t 
who married in the reign of Heh. VIIL 
when this was made felony without benefit 
of clergy y was no more zjinner in the fight 
of God, than the clerk who married iii 
the reign of Edw. VL when the mar- 
riages of priefis were declared to be as 

whether ^* the confining one man to one woman dur-» 
*' ing life (except in the cafe of the woman's adul'^ 
•• tery) be calculated to produce the greateft pof- 
** fible good, public and private?*' ** Here'* (faith 
he) •' wc muft own ourfelves utterly unable to form 
•* any exzik judgment. It is impoilible to de- 
** termine by any computation, which, in all the, 
•• ways . in which marriage has been or may be 
'^ regulated, is mod conducive to happtnefs upon 
*^ the whole. This would be too wide a field, and 
^^ where alfo we could have no fixed points to guide 
** us :— here therefore we feem particularly to want 
** a revelation to direft us, and therefore are under 
** a particular obligation to abidi ky its award.*^ 

lawful 
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lawful as thofe of other meA. §6 9 ^naA 
who has two wives is no more ^JfiftMf 
0ow» than he would have been in UiQ 
days of the Patriarchsi or of the Jewijk 
tbeQcrofy — God*s k<¥ was the nilc c^coQ-t 
fci^nce then^ and no other ought to be fa 
ji^i (nen can no more tnakf fan% thaQ 
they c^n Jbrgive JlnS'-^tBH^ Lpun is OKir 
^^^e— THE Lord w ^iir 4w!ffwr^TB» 
ho^D is our king. If. xyxiii*. zt. Elyery 
f^tempty there^re^ to make ^Ugsjt^ui 
^i«rh HIS LAW hath ^10/ mff^e fo^ now-r 
ever it may appe^tr under th? fpeciout 
guife of piety and purity^ md be reeomf 
mended to our belief and prafftjcp by th« 
teaching and example of men like Mrn 
JeheSf it is no other than $iftan transy. 
formed into m angel of lights and avaiU 
ing himfelf of the weaknefs and fuperjli" 
tion of the human rnind^ to make us be-i^ 
fieve a fye. 

In fome cafes polygamy is not only }ftw-j 
ful, but expedient. — For inftance---a man 
'marries a woman, with whom he cohabits^ 
and after a few years, or even months, (he 
falls ipto raving madnefs — proper help is 
fought to, but in vain-^it ajppears to be 
conftitutional, from a family diforder-— 
(he is confined in a mad-fioufcr^pror 
nounced incurable. In fuch a caie as this, 

no 
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liO one end of marriage can poflibly be 
anfwered to the hufband. Other cafes * 
might be put of equal difficulty with re- 
fped: to him— in all which, the expe- 
diency 

• When the «ife above tiicntioned— thofe'cthcrd 
which are to be found, vol. i. p. 182, 183. — and 
many fuch IWitJituatiofis^ ai'e Confidered--the queff 
tion, whether '^^ polygamy is of is not forbidden by 
'* the LAW OF Heaven,** may, perhaps, aflumean 
impoHanct in the opinion of the riadetj which it 
had nbt before \ and fully juftify the author in the 
pai^ns he has taken to fettle that matter on the 

jrASl3 Ot tHB DIVINE LAW. 

^ If. it be totally forbidden, it can be in no cafi al- 
lowed—and if fo, men muft fubmit, without mur- 
muring ordifputirtg, to the holy and foVerelgn WILL 
OF Heaven ; and let the inconveniences of their 
fituation be what they may, it is their duty to fuiler 
them 17// with the moft unreferved and unlimited re- 
figriation. 

On the other hand, if it appears that the iUng 
itfelf is no where forbidden, but allowed — it then 
mitflr^ lawful. — The contrary pofition can have 
no other ground, than the folly and fuperftitioii of 
the human mind, no other obligation than the ty- 
ranny of cuftom^ fanftified by human law ^ this ^ to 
the^iftrefs and deftrudion ot thoufands. 

1 remember, once converfing in France With a 
Capuchin friar-^-and obferved he ^oxtfandaUy which 
left his feet expofed to the rigour of the coldhafon^-^ 
pn aflting him whether this was not attenoecl^with 
great diftrefs and inconvenience? he anfwered— 
*' Yes— that manv of his order had loft their toes, 
*• and fome their live$^ by mortifications whibh were 
" caufed by the feverity of a froft.'*— ** Why then., 
** in fuch feafons at leaft, will ye not wear Jhoep 

Vol. II. O " aai 
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dicilcy of taking another wife is felf-oem 
dent, and from nothing more than.its^ 
being God's own appointed remedy 
againA the £id coiifequences of tufi-^if 

** 2xxi Jlo€iinji like othc^r people?^ *• No-r^«r 
*** rule forbijjfi it." — ** Can yoir reallv tuppqf^^! 
replied I, ^* that Gou can require ttis at jraur 
}^ hands ? or that there is any fn£rii in tlnis tj^j 
*' pofi«g yourfelves to mifarv, and even deiith itr 

V felf, merely becaufe men liice youcfelf h^ilii^^cqu^cir 
^ inanded it r— It is more like Jdf -murder th^ r<r 

Y ligionr *' -— - --^ *• - - 
however' 
Iwlf-crown 
not i. _ 
departefi^ iQxaking his head at my profanenefs^ apif 
^affuring me, that I *' fliould have the prayexs tq^i^ 
*' bis convent^'* 

How much wlfer are w^e than this poor frxart 
lie would fooner die of a mortification in bis feeL 
.than qxiit \xi%Jandals and vfezrjhoesy becaufe his rule 
forbicis it!— XVe had fooner fee men in fituatian$ 
which expofe them to diftrefs and deftrudtion, ^d 
women, irretrievably ruined by thousands, becj^u^fe 
efur ruU (null' be obferved» inftead of permitting then^ 
^o apply the remedy which God bath graci^3^y 
afFoVded, the expedience of wliich is, in numbierlefe 
cafes, as felf-evident, as the friar" % making die 
change which 1 recommended to hioi. 

However, determining to trace the whole matter 
to the fountain-head, I have endeavoured to leave 
nothing unfs^id u()on the fubje^l, which migl^t tena 
to elucidate it :— its importance is inconceivably sreat 
•^and if we chufe ta wear fandals^ becaufe Saint 
Sanubadjf 9r ether found out that we mui): not wear 
fieU'^yfQ mu& abide by the confeciuences^ 

* they 
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fiey cannot contain^ ' let them rharry^ ti is 
better to marry than to bum J k Cor. vii, 9. 
Ta fay that a married Jew^ i|n3cr fuch 
teifc^rtiftaiitcis^ mil^t have ubpited this 
ffemcdy tender the lawy but a Ghrifliah cah^ 
fiol' under the goj^eU is to pl^cfe us under 
a AVprfe boudag^ f/ian th,e -JlVte^ were, 
tvlieb liiTder the yoke whkh netihertpey not 
their father's could bear. Ads xv. jo. 
Common fcjrie, realbn, nature/ 'hefcco-r 
iiycijte with fcripturc in tjre rtbrobatiott 
qf foch art idea. The man may pe forced 
into whoredom^' mi ^ (Ifiv^l^pfreei but 
if Ije mafry ^\i^ flfail be deemed afehn^ and 
Ji^er dm% as fach^ i^^'^ j^hus^ ^^^^ 

. The; cafe oi % married nHonkht vrhder 
ftttrh circumftancejs is very difiercht, be- 
feaufe the lacw pbfitively foirbids^nyj?^^?;?^ 
unSoii wi th another many living her hup- 
band. S<i6' Rom. vii. 3. But fheil' let it 
be remembered, that if th^ privileges of 
women are circumfcribed by a ftrii^er rufe 
than thofe of jthciww, fo are th^ir^qjjionsi 
thefe are ufnaMy as naUich weaker idiatt 
^^paffions of men, as their bodily itren'gtht 
is weaker than the ftren^di of men. 
I now fpeak of women as to thehr^ xjatural 
, ftate, jiot as corrupted and debauched ift 
their minds 6y the' advcrititlooj!' (iircum- 
^* ' * O z feces^ 
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ftances of bad education, and led aftntjr 
by bad example. If girls^ as foon as 
they can read, are to nave amorous ro- 
mances and novels put into their hands, 
perhaps obfcene and filthy hooks, where 
lejs dijguife is ufed than in the former-^if 
tney are taught to relifh the lewdnefs of 
the ftage, and to mix in the diverfions 
of public affcmblies, where men (like 
Miitons toad at the ear of Eve) make it 
their bufinefs to defile the purity oi female 
minds by very impure converfation — it is 
no wonder that the rule which I have laid 
down, (hould be found liable to many ex- 
ceptions; but I have no doubt of its being 
fuDfcribed to by every man, whofe happy 
lot it is to have married a fober^ truly- 
modejl woman. Were it otherwife — did 
the pajjions of the weaker fex equal the 
pajfions of men— had not Providence moft 
gracioufly ordained a confiderable difpa- 
rity, as one means of maintaining the 
fubordination which women are under— 
the whole world muft be thrown into 
confufion. We may eafily judge of what 
confequences muft enfue, by taking a 
furvey of the diftrailion of thofe families, 
where the natural balance has been de- 
ftroyed. 

With regard to fuperjiitign, it takes fa 
2 many 
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many fhapes, and appears in fo many 
foims, that one may fay— 

^0 Uneam vultus mutanUm Proteatufdo? ' HoR. 

«— while it changes thus, what chains can bind 
Thefe various forms s this Proteus of the mind i ' 

Francis. 

Still it is uniform * in leading men 
from truth to falfhood— in ufurping zn 
empire over the human mind, which is 
inimical to God's glory, to the reverence 
we owe His commandments, as well as 
to the folid peace, comfort, and happi- 
nefs of mankind. Whether therefore 
fuperftition appears in the fhape of a bra- 
zen image of an old man at Carthage^ re- 
ceiving infants into his arms, and letting 
them drop through into ia pit of fire— or 

* When we eonfider the*various mazes of error 
into which mankind are led by the fmgle principle 
of fuperftition^ it may remind us of that beautiful 
thought in Horace^ Sat. iii. lib. ii. 1. 48. &c« 



Velutfylvisj ubi paffim 



Pakntes error certo de tramite pellit. 

Ille finiftrorpkm hie dextrorjim abit j unus utrimque 

Error i fed variis illudit partibus. 

As in a wood two travellers may ftray, 
fiotb lofe the path, each take a different way | 
Bv oMfame error both may be milled. 
Though their loft fteps in various ma%0s tread* 

O ^ of 



of an old man^ made af ilefh and bloody 
at Rome, commanding people to renounce 
the evidence of their outward fenfes — or 
of a primithe father of the Chriftiaft chtifck^ 
decforing ag^nft marriage as ^^ qnlawful 
^' ondcr the gofpel/' and that ♦^ all y&- 
^' cond iharriages are only a more fpecious 
f^ and dccprpus kind of tf^//fry"-*-QE of 
a grave and learned Englifh flatefman,. en<« 
a^ing ^ law to /t^/ tbofe afunder whom 
God both joined togetber-^ov of* a revefendi 
divine, whether P^/j/J or Profejiant^ 
maintaining tlxat certain moral adions 
which God alhwed, and in fonie cafe^ 
commanded f under the law, are Jnful under 
the go^el—juperjiition i& ftill the minifler' 
of Satan, who is the God of this worlds 
(2 Cor. iv. 4.) carrying on his grand de* 
fign to deftroy the human /pedes ; nor is 
there fo probable a way of effedling this, 
as in interfering with thofe wife regula- 
tions which the Mi)Jl High hath made for 
the prefervation of th^ female J^x, ^s inajr 
appear from niuch that has been faid, but 
from more which will be faid in the c6n- 
clufibn of this treat ife. 

It is greatly to be lamented, that fur 
perjiition has found its advpciates, hot 
only among the deigning and weakf but 
even among the karned^ and wiic^ and 
pipus part of mankiud ; many melancholy 

inftances 
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inilanccs of this ftand upon record, not 
only in the annals of Popijhf but of Pr$^ 
tejiant literature. Here I find myfelf 
conftrained to animadvert on fome paffa-- 
gcs of the tnoofermons''^ before mentioned; 
•**^with a few ftriftures on which, I fhall 
conclude this chapter. 

The learned and pious author feems, in 
a note at the bottom of one of the pages, 
to iniinuate that no marriage i« valid in 
the fight of God, where the ** ceremony 
*^ doth not pafs through the hands of a 
*^ prieji^, who," he tells us, ** aSis m God*s 
*^ ^eaii/' -^Whcn is fcripture- proof 
for this ? No where — There is not a 
finglc inftance of fuch a thing cither in 
the O/J or New T^ejiament ; neither the 
prie/is nor Levites under the law, nor the 
apojlles and other minifters under the goj^ 
pelf appear to have interfered in any ont 
infliance, nor is fuch a thing given in 
commiffion to any of them. Their fe- 
veral offices are moft minutely fet forth 
in all the duties of them, but not a word 
about their marrying people -, I am* there^ 
fore apt to think, that the maxim — de^ 
non apparentibus & non exijiehtibus eadem 
fjl ratto—h very applicable on this occa- 
fion. If fuch a thing had been^ we muft 

* See vol. i. 277. 

Q 4 have 
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f)e$f away all his days. Such is the pofi- 
tive precept of GoD-^and yet it fs to bd 
fuppofed of no vi\i6xty whatfoever, un-r 
ieis * rati|ie4 by fpme ordinance pf bu^ 

plan 

* When OUR SAVidtrn is ednireffing with the 
^ifiroman of Samaria^ (Tohn iv») he &jri to her— • 
** Thou haft had ^^ i'l^^wii'^ ind he whom thovi 
5* now l^^aft, is not thine hujband'* — from whence 
fome have interred^ that, fomething befides cobaK^ 
Ration is neccffiiry to Conffitute i^ marriage in the 
ifight of Gol>> But let us ihppofe, that Air of 
iJils Woman's' hufbands ware d^ad, pr had dfivorced 
her for adulary^ that, under either of thefe circum* 
rtiances. ftie had married a ffi^A hujbandj whom &c 
had deierted, and« lived in adultiry with another maiK 
She certainly hs^d bad/t;/ hufiambj and the man with 
whom {he now lived in adulterot^r commerce^ perhaps 
clandeftineiy, could not be properly ft)rled her huf" 
^and;, nor fte his wife. See Rantk vii.. 3, Shp 
therefore faid truly^ that fhe had no hujband — hav- 
ing left him Who was her lawful huiband, an4 
jiving with an adulterer ^ who ma% mi. 

As this fcripture does not exiplain itfelf, we ca^ 
only guefs at its meaning ;. blut then our conje^lufef 
jpiould be regulated by the whole analogy of fcrip- 
ture, and not be the fiirmifes of our own fancy. 
fFe {hould /ay (judging from the circumftanCe^ of 
things among us J that a woman who lived with a 
man without fome religious ceremony performed, 
had no hujband \ but this cannot be the meaning of 
this place, becaufe the divine law conftituted nd 
religious ceremony whatfoever on the occaflon. 
The whole legality of a marriage among the Jews 
depended on: the ftate of the w§man^ either as except- 

c4 
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man contrivance'-^ fuch I muft call the 
intervention of a priefi, till I can find it 
in the fcripturc. — Without this, faithr 
our author — ** they both live in an * ha- 
"•* bitual ftate of fornication and whore-- 
•* domJ^ — If fo, what are we to think 
of the patriarchs and others whom wc 
read of in the Old Teftament, and whbfe 
marriages arc particularly related? Ifaac 
and Rebekah, for inftance ? All we read 
of their marriage is — that, Ifaac brought 
her into his mothers tent^ and took Rebe^ 
kah^ and Jhe became bis wife. Gen. xxiv. 
67. So ^acob and Leah — And it came to 
pafs in the evenings that he (Laban) took 
Leah his daughter ^ and brought her to him 
(Jacob) and he went in unto her.^^Going 

ed againft or not by the law^ or as betrothed or not 
to another man — not on any religious ceremony-— 
otherwife we muft invalidate every marriage which 
is recorded in the word of Goi>. 

* He might as truly have faid, that they both 
live in an habitual ftate of burglary and houfebreak- 
ing 5 there is juft as much fcripture-authority for 
this as for the other. 

In (hort, this is the very Ive which the church of 
Rome wiflied to have believed, in order to frighten 
people into the hands of the priejlsy in the lucrative 
"bufinefs of marriage-ceremonies, difpenfations, &c. 
thus diflionouring and annulling the pojkive infti- 
tution of the Most High. 

Hoc Ithacus velit ^ magno merccntur Atkidm. 

in 
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in unto a woman is * equivalent to niV-^ 
humbling bery or lying with her. Con^p. 
Gen. xvi. 2. xxx. 3. .2 Sam. xvi. 21. 
with 2 Sam. xii. 11. i Chron. ii. 2i« 
So in the cafe of Jacob m^ Racbel-^Ani 
be (Laban) gave bim Racbel bis daugbM\ 
ta wife alfoy and be (Jacob) went in alfo. 
tmto Racbel. See Gen. xxix. 23, z%^ \%o^ 
So Boaz and Rut by ch. iv. 13. Many 
more inftances might be cited ; but I 
humbly conceive thefe are vexy fufficieiit^ 
to prove, that a marriage may be valid 
in the fight of God, where there is no 

• This appears from many paHages of fcripturcjj 
where the words ^^^ Ji2 are to be underftoodia 
this fenfe. Comp. Gen. vi. 4; xxix. 21, 23V 30V 
icxx. 3, 4, i6. xxxviii. 2, 18. Prov. vi. 29. .& 

al. So Calafio, fub voc— Kia rw» b^ Ki— 

inereflus eft ad mulierem*— /i eft — Coivit. That 
diis is what makes the aSiual marriage in God's. 
account, and is the only ordinance efTential thereto, 
is clearly to be gathered from Deut. xxi. 13. where 
it is faid, that aner the extiration of the months wKicU' 
Was allowed the captive-damfel to bewail her friends^' 
&c. after thaty 

•xorem in tioi erit & ejuserisnuuritus & earn ad ingriedieiit^ 

thou Jhalt GO IN unto hery and be or become ber. 
hnfbandy afid Jhe Jball be or become thy wtfe^-^Qt a 
%/utfe to thee. Goii^G is unto hery znd being or be^ 
coming her Lord — byn— or hujband — and her beings 
or becoming his womany or wtfe^-zxe here, as 
ejfewhjere^ equivalent ^erms. dee before vol. u 

P 44v • ; 
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cinnr'6—^idpef'^frie^ — or oiiNdard t&^ 
mdf^ admimftetcd hy z prieft; if not^ 
then I will igrce that thefe good folks 
KVtdin ^ airliibittial ftate of wBortthnl 
^'M-df^rnieA^r Buf, hyihcriizve df 
tiWts Icarncd^ ^trthbr, and with kit Aac dd-»^ 
ftsifertce to ^* Z)r. ia:>5^A ejcceMcht tfcaP 
^ tife on t^c<:inj^ ^ fnefihooi;' thel^ 
■- * ^ '-id 

foVg (peech to the Coavocation, in which he cord-;^ 
pared prie/is to the jfirgtn Mary^ m three pbintJi'if 
aiid afiepvacds addeii^^^ The dignity of prufis^ bjp 
*' fome means, paffeth the dignity of angels ; be- 
•' jpai^ there is aa. potwer given to thie dngfis ,to 
^ iWJI^etbe body, qf Christ, which thi? Ieaft^/*/j^ 
^\in2iy.do on earth, and the bighjeft ^wjg^if/ in beay^ja 
^'cid not do. Whd«efore^r/$fl/are to.be*honourc(j( 
^^.bipfore all J^wgs of the earth, princfs^ and noilesy 
•^ for a ^r/5/? 16 higher than a ^;a!^^ bappier than an 
*^ tfJ3y^/, and ^Boi^r of his Cn^tor.'* Crit. Hift. q£. 
Eng. p. 151. • . 

All this is as iwife, true^ and fcrtpturaU as to 
contend that n;o anarriage is v^id in the %ht of 
God without the in^rvejition of a priejl. Let it 
once be proved from the Bible^ that priejis modi 
marriages^ or interfered in them in any on<e in- 
ftance, and I will not only fubfcrite to all Dr. 
Hickes fays in his " excellent treatife," but alfp 
to all Bimop Bonner faid in his excellent fpeech. 

If the reader will look into Lord Sommers*s 
Trafts, vol. iii. p. 237, 238. he will find ** ftvaf 
^ excellent treatifes*' of Dr. Hides mentioned, in 
which, as appears by the tranfcripts from theoi^ 
this learned and zealous Protejiant divine pcrfefHy 
karmonizes with Bijhop Bonner'^zs to priejlfy dig- 
nity 
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h another infuperable difficulty, in tWs' 
feme priejtly^ fchcme of marriage ; wlngh 
is, tli^att ?K)wever the Jews mig;ht have 
found fiich a perfon untfcr tht Mojkica! 
dMpfenfation, I am afraid', after th^t was at 
an end, if people had ftaid tiH they could 
hayefouhda prieji to rjaarry thcm^' thejr 
never could have married at all, but 
jfnuft iiave contented thcmfelves with 
Mving^w^i?, 6r ** in an habitual ftatc of 
^ whoredom and fornication' — bccaufe>^ 
tinder the Ci)rifiian dilpenfation, wje'tea^ 
of no^d& oflfiocr m thfc tinorch. W^tit^A 
of iTorbXo/— ^ipen fent immediately' by 
Christ to \feacb ait natitms^ B/^^izing 
ti^emin the name of the Fathery and of th^ 
l^vn, and of the Holy G&o^^ihctQ&ro 

nitj^andas for a bi^kbp, ^^hi-k-tobe honboteif a^ 
•* v5oD; ax^d be vrho anakes fcubtnfelf a judge of -a 
V bifhqp, makes hiaifelf adjudge of GoB<-*$^d]i^ 
** who refifts a ^riefi^ is guilty of greater treafoqi 
** than he who refifte the fing, -At prieji hei^g the 
<^ Jciag's [fifoiar.*^ Of prayers for the Jeady he 
iaysp '^ There is the fame^Nfii^ for thofe pra]^Pj 
** as for our comoion uhrt/iiMity. We bdieyje 
•* thofe prayers are accepted, VKich define Goli ta 
^^ hear tibe Jaintis for us, to tend the deceafed.Sa 
^< Qmjtr 9 goo^ trtai." Va^s-^ lonn^tindp 
confiderio^ fuch £ai$ x)f divioes as imtliSy ;ffftto: 
rdpijts Aor ProijflanUy but betiveen both j ihbitgb 
raflier partdckiginoftof the /brw^rj efpccially wb^ 
l«ib£tfttfii is OQflP^jnicd. 

5 eminently 
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cmineotly ftylcd — npojttes. Wc likewilc 
dad (mt add^ to their original number, 
whole commiffion^ received immediately 
from Christ hinoifelf, runs in thefe re-> 
markable words, (A£ls xxvi. 17, 18.) 7a 
the Gentiles I fend thee^ to open their eyes, 
to turn them from darknefs to light, and 
from the power of Satan unto God, that 
they may receive forgivenefs offns, and in-- 
beritance among them which are fanBified 
hy faith that is in me. In all this there is 
not a word about priejlhood or marriage^ 
We likewife read of *Et/«oto/, overfeersp 
which we call hijbops — of TrpetrCvTspoip el^ 
ders-^t^iCLKOvoh deacons; — ^but in all that 
is iaid about them (and their feveral of- 
fees are very particularly mentioned, as 
well as their charaElers and qualifications) 
not the leaft hint appears ot their inter- 
ference in the affair of matrimony. For 
any man, or fet of men, to tell us that 
they are commiffioned from God, to do 
a thing, which is not fo much as men- 
tioned in any commijjion which they can 
produce from the fcripture, as ever hav- 
ing been given to any man upon earth, 
may charitably be fuppofed an impofitioa 
on their own underffauidings 3 but when 
forced on the belief of others, it is an 
iofult on the underftandings of the reft 

of 
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i:)t the world. It is even worfe flill, for* 
it i3 ailing with the confciences of men^ 
as the o/d prophet in Bethel ad:cd towards 
the man of God ivbo came out of Judah to 
Jeroboam ; it is lying to them in the name 
of thehoKD. See i Kings xiii. i8. 

As for a prie/i, there is not, nor ca^ 
there be, fuch a minifter or officer of 
the: Chrijiian church- For every prieji 
(whether high-prieft or othery compare 
Heb. V. !• with Heb. x. ii.) taken from 
among menj is ordained for men in things 
pertaining to Gob, that he may offer both 
gifts, and facrifices for Jins ; and by reafon 
hereof he ought, as for the people , fo alfo 
for himfelf to offer for fns. And everV 
PRIEST Jiandeth daily min^ring and offer- 
ing the fame facrifices y which can never take 
amoayfins — But this man (Christ Jesus) 
after he had offered onefacrificeforjinsy for 
ever fat down on the right hand of God^-^ 
for ^ONEOFFERI N.G. he hutk perfeBed fof 
ever them , that: are fanBifiedv^ Qf coUrfe 
there remdineth no more facrifice^ for 'fns^ 
(Heb. X. 26. latter part) no more order 
of priejlbood among men. The truth is, 
that trie whole priejlhood under the law 
centered in Christ under the gojpeli He 
is in reality what the former was in type 
and figure. — The Levitical priefthood, 
with every circumftancc tektive thereto. 

Vol, 11. F was 
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la bhc itn{t^. every Cbri/iian believer is 
Vl prkjii that is to fay, in the fpiritual 
fenfc defcribed, i. Pet^ \x. 5. Te alfo, as 
Uvely Jiones^ are bmlt up a Jpiritual houfe^ 
an bi^ly priejihoodj to offer up spiritual 
SACRIFICES acceptable to God by Jesus 
Christ. So St. John, (Rev* i. 5, 6#) 
Xinto Him that loved us, and nvajbed us 
Jrom dur^^ns in His own bloody and hat & 
made us Kiings and priests unto Goo 
nnd His Father ^ to Him be glory and do-^ 
pninion, &c. The appellation of kings^^ 
as well as that of priests, ec^ually be-* 
longs to all CbriJHan believers alike, but 
to no outward order, or particular fet of 
men among them^ in any excliiiive ienfe 
whatfoevef. 

The pride and infolence of chtirchmeni 
began very ♦ early to work> and to aiixi 

. • at 

•* power Is given, ty divine ihftitiitiohj to Confc- 
** crate, offSf , and ' miniftfer the Bucharifi^ and to 
•* remit and retain fins." Though this decree con- 
tains almoft as manv fyes as words— ytt it was fol- 
lowed by ail horrible andihemU on all who fhould 
deny it* Bnnt^ Hift. Council of ^renti 738, 739* 
Another aHathma of the fame council, is againft— 
** thofe who flibuld fay that Christ, by theCe 

** words — Do *tVtU IK REMfcMBRANCE Of Me— 

^< hath not inftituted'^f'/j/h, and commanded theia 
« to^er:' lb. 574; 

• Thofe rile forgiries, which bear die name of 

the apoftolical conJlituiUns^ (the authors of which, it 

is prdpiided, w«re the twitve apoftksy and St. Paul^ 

P a gathered 
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at that dominion over the confciertceS' 
of men, which has been brought %o fo 
thorough a pcrfeftion by the Potes of 
Rome, though fo formally renounced hjzrx 

holy 

gafheted together, ivith Clemens their amanuefffis) 
repeat it over and over» left Chrijlians Ihould 
forget it, that *^ a bifliop is a god, a god upoQ 
** earth, and a king, and infinitely fuperior to a 
^* kingf and ruling over rulers and kings." They 
ctrtnmAxid Chri^ians to give him tribute as to*^ a 
king, and to reverence him as a god, &c. Jortin^ 
vol. i. p. 154. 

Many pauages there are in Cjprian*% writings, 
who lived in the third century, containing high no-- 
tions of efifcopal authority and ecclejtajiical jurlfdic^ 
ilon. While he ftrenuoufly oppofed the dominion of 
ene Pope, he feemed to make as many popes as bi-^ 
JbopSy and mere arithmetical noughts of the reft of 
the Chrijlians. lb. vol. ii. p. 75. 

But there is a Popifli writer named Alanus de 
Kupe, who, in an ** excellent treat if^ on the A^- 
nity and excellency of t\it Chri/lian priejlhood^^ leaves 
the blafphemy of Bonner, fiiches, &c. far behind | 
for he makes, in a pafTa^ I have now before, me, a 
priefi greater than God himjpelf. " Quilibet facer^ 
^^ dosn^htt poteftatcm patris, & (falva femper Dei 
•• reverentia) habet maiorem potentiam quam Pater 
•* omnipotens in mundi eiEcientia. Nempe Pater 
^^ feptem dies laboravit, tarn in opere creationis quam 
** diftindionis^fcd facerdoscelebrans quilibet, quan- 
^^ tumque parvus, majus his omnibus facit. 

" Pater enjm ibi tacit creata, fed facerdos ia-» 
*• creatum. Ibi Dcus produqit effedus, fed facer* 
** das caufa caufarum generat. 

*^ Quanta tft igitur diftantia Dei a mundo creato, 
** tanta eft cxcellcntia operis facerdotalis fuper opus 
^^ creationis* Uudc dennitive dico^ quod majus eft 

•«ofus 
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hciy.apo/iIe—2 Cor. i. 24. The firft ftep 
to making men do what the clergy 
jpleafed, was to make them believe As 
they pleafed.— So early as the Jecond c^n^ 
tury, ^' the Cbrijiian doftors had the 
**^^)od fortune to perfuade the people^ 
^f that the minifters of the Chrtjiian 
^* church fucceeded to the chara6ter, 
•* rights, and privileges of the Jewijh 
•^ priejlbood^ ^nd this perfuafion was a 
'* new fource oi honours and profit to the 
** facred order. This notion was propa- 
*^ gated with xnduftry fome time after 

^^ opus facerdotis, quam habere potentiam creandi 
^^ creaita tot muadorum quot fiint fubftantiae in 
** mundp, i^c." 

** Every prieft hath the power of a father, and 
** (with reverence to God be it fpoken) hath 
** greater power than the Father Almighty had in 
^* making the world. For the Father (God) la- 
** boured feven days, as well in the work of cre- 
** ation as diftin£tion ; but a prieji celebrating (the 
** mafs) though ever fo inconfiderable iji bimfelf^ 
^* doth greater things than all tbefe ; ^Dr there th« 
** Father makes created things, but the prieft whaf 
** is uncreated. There God produces effeds, but 
** the prie/i generates the caufe of caufes. 

^^ As much diftance, therefore, ^s ther^ is of 
*' God from the created world, fo far is the ex- 
•* Cellence of the facerdptal yrork above the work 
<^ of creation. Whence, I definitively fay, that 
^?. the work of a prieji is greater, than to hiwe a 
*^ power of creating the creatures of as many 
*^ worlds, as there are fubftances in the wofld, 

P 3 ^^ the 
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^* the fcigft of Adrian. Accordingly the 
*' bijbops confidcred themfelves as wiveft-- 
'^ edwith a rank and, c^airader . %iilai' 
^^ to thofe of the high--pr]|sst amoi:^ 
** the y^wj, while the pre/by ters repre- 
*^ fented the priests, and the deictm 
** the Levites." Mofheim, vol. i« p* 
88, 1 01. Thus did they ** extend the 
•* limits of their authority, turn theit 
^^ influence into dominion, their counfeh 
^^ into laws, and openly aflerted, . at 
'* length, that Christ had impowered 
^* them to prcfcribe tQ His people au^ 
*^ thoritative rules of faith and manners ^^ 
lb. 88. The hiftoty of the church ftill 
fliews us, \iovr fuporjliiion cnlifted on the , 
fide of church power % refifted the autho- 
rity of fcripture-evideuce, '* made the 
** obfervance of human rites and cere- 
" monies neceflary to the attainment of 
^^ fahation^ lb, 296. — till, in the 12th 
century. Pope Innocent ^t, third turned 
marriage into a facrament, and threw it 
into the hands oi priejls^ on whofe admi- 
niftration of certain human rites and ce-» 
remonies, its validity before God was 
fuppofed to depend; fo that pz-vtics joined 
together otherwife than by this means, 
were deemed to live in *' an habitual ftate 
^' of whoredom and fornication." 

When I think on thefe things, I can 

hardly, 
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faardljr^ with any degree of gravity, tran- 
fcribe what our author .lays down as an 
axiom, ** That neither the womah can 
** give herfelf to the man, nor can iief 
*^ father or friend give her to him //»- 
^* mediatefy, but the hands of the prieji 
^' onfy:' The Rubric fays, that '' the 
** minifiery receiving the woman at her 
^/ father's or friend's hands, ftiall caufe 
** the man with his right hand to tak6 
*• the woman by her right hand, and 
** fay after him," &c. This is a very 
decent and harmlefs part of the ceremo- 
ny — but when we are told, that '* the 
** woman can neither, ^ry^ i>^vfilfy i^or 
** the man take her^ but at the hands of 
^* the priejl onfyy'' we are, I fuppofe, to 
uriderftand this to be fo effential to mar-^ 
riage, that, without it, it is not va/td in 
the fight of God. Here is fomething 
very feriotis indeed ; for what muft be- 
come of peoplb whcT do not ufe this ce- 
remony ? are they to be deemed to " live 
** in an habitual ftate of whoredom and 
^^ fornication T' The ^aiers, for * in- 

ftance ? 

* On this plan, what nluft be faid of thofe who 
married during the times of the grand rebellion^ 
tifheh marriages were performed by the jujiices of 
ibf peace, and. this for about eighteen years toge- 



f^r.? Thefc marriages were declared valid by the 

aia of 12 Car. II. c. 35. which confirms all that 
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ftance?— they muft all, who marry among 
them, be loft eternally-— for fornicator i 
and whoremongers have no inheritance in 
the kingdom of God. i Cor. vL 9. So 
that this gentleman's notions, like the 
T?ope% bulls, carry an anathema wherever 
they are departed from. To invent a 
fcheme, for which there is not a tittle of 
evidence from the Bible^ and then pofi- 
tively aflert it to be the only one by 
which marriage can be lawfully contra<9s; 
cd, was worthy the haughtinefs of a Pope^ 
but not quite fo becoming the decent humi^ 
lity of a Froteftant divine \ more efpecially 
when the Bible is by no means filent on the 
fubjedt of marriage^ but furniflies us with 
a ftream of evidence concerning it, which 
evidently runs in another channeh 

When we are commanded to be fol- 
lowers of thofe who through faith and pa-^ 
tience inherit thepromifes (Heb. vi, 12.) we 
can hardly fuppofe that God would fet 
before us, for our imitation^ a people 
who ** lived in an habitual ftate of 
^* whoredom 2S\A fornication j* and yet we 
do not find one lingle inftance of their 
mnrrying according to our author's plan j 

were thus had and folcmnized from May i, 16429 
to the year 1660. But this could not falve the 
matter, nor prevent the bitter confequences of mar" 
rying without a priefi ; which, if what this author 
fays be true, muft be bitter indeed f 

they 
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they certainly could ixidi^id ** receive 
** their wives from the hands of the fa- 
** thers or friends, and not from the 
** hands of a prieji'* at all. . Jacob re- 
ceived Leah immediately from her fa- 
ther Laban ; thus he afterwards received 
'Rachel, ijfaac is no where faid to receive 
Rebeiai, not \Abram to xtctivt Sar at 
*' by the hands of a priejl.^' Nor does 
this appear to have been the cafe, either 
befofcor after the giving of thfe law, iii 
the Old Teftament; neither is there the 
fmalleft trace of it throughout the New 
Teftament. So that all this learned 
author s difcourfe about priejls and mar-^ 
riages, ftands oh no better foundation 
than the Pharifees traditions, which wertf 
invented by one let of men, handed dowa 
from them to another, and believed hy 
the fuperftitious and ignorant of fiicceed-^ 
ing generations, till they* gained an au-' 
thority in fome cafes equal to, in others* 
above> the written word of God. •' ^^ 

Our author very truly fay« in a ttote 
— " It was therefore death under the 
** law of Mofes yiox 2Xiy ftr anger y that is, 
** one who was not of the priejily order,. 
** to invade the priejily office (Numb. 
** xviii. J.) which was adlually and 
^* dreadfully executed upon felf-fuffi- 

cient Corah and his detjiical company 

(Numb. 
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(Numb. xvi. 3. and 32.) nay, ib very 
^ iacred was the office of the pri^bood^ 
** that even kings thcmfelves were, im* 
V mediately and fignally punched by 
*^ God him&lf, for ufurping it under 
^^ the law of Mofes^ as we may reak). 
^^ (a Chr. xxvi. 189 19^ 20.) in the cafe 
** of king UzziaJbJ* 

Here I would obi^rve^ that, if it was 
fo penal to ufurp the prieftbood under 
the law of Abfes^ which jpriefibood wa$ 
only typical of die prieftbood of Christ^ 
'may it not be worth the while of this 
iHutbor to confider what it muft be to 
ufurp the prieftbood of Christ itfelf ? 
Thtapofth fhews^ Heb. vii. that the typi- 
cal prieftbood pafled in fuccefiion from one 
man to another^ therefore there was al-« 
ways an order of men called of God ^ and 
appointed to that office; lor no man 
CQuId take tbat bonottr to bimfelf, but be 
tbat is called of God» as was jiaron. 
Heb. V. 4. The fame apo/ile points out 
a very remarkable difference with refpeft 
to the prieftbood oi Christ — which is,, 
that it all reiides in Him^ and cannot 
pa/i to any one elfe. They truly were 
many prieftsj becaufe they were not fuf^ 
ftred to continue ty reafon of death ; but 
this many becaitfe He continuetb ever, bath 
^^TTOLpdCxroy lepoau)^ — a prieftbood which 
cmnot pafsfrom Him to any other. This 

is 
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is a truth of the laft importance, for our 
falvation depends upon it, as may be 
gathered from the words of the next 
verfe, (fee Heb. vii. 23, 24^ 25-) Whea 
therefore perfons aflume an office, which 
is no where faid in the New Teftament 
to belong to any but the Great High 
Priest, who is the glorious antitype of 
the whole yewi/b priejihood^ and when 
they mes^ any thing by the '* Chryiiam 
^* priefibooJ^^ but t\ic priejibood of C h r i s t 
himfelf, which is XTroLpxSxToc, impajfabk 
from Him to any, may we not reafona- 
bly doubt, whether ** Corab and his dc- 
*' iftical complmy were the only felf-fuf- 
** ficient invaders of the prieftly office ?" 
This doubt will be foon cleared Up, if 
what is faid Heb, vii, viii. ix. x. touch- 
ing the difference between tkat priejlbood 
under the lanio of Mofes^ and the priefthood 
of Jesus Christ under the oatb of Jjeho^ 
VAH, be duly coniidered and attended to. 

But our author proceeds^— " Is it not 
** in conformity to Gon^s bringing the 
" firft woman to the firft man, that 
the minifter, wbo aSis in Go Wsjiead in 
our ceremony^ gives the woman to the 
*^ man, and afterwards joins them in 
^* God's * name, not his own^ when he 

** fays— 

* The unauthorized ufc of the numes of the di* 
vinepirfms in the holy and bUfed Trinity^ when the 

frieft 
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«c fays— **Thofe whom God hath joined 
^* together (not I) let not man put afun- 
•* der.'*— You fee that neither the woman 
^* can give herfelf to the man, nor can her 
•* father or friend give her to him imme- 
*' diately, but by the hands of the prie/i 
only, who receiving her, as ouf Rubftc 
fays, from them, gives her tb the man ; 
'* which fhews, that the compSfers of our 
** matrimonial iorm were better* apprized 

,*Vof 

fritJt\om% the parties in matrimony, is copied, as we 
have leen (before, p. 150. n. ) from a decree of the Po- 
^1^ council ofTrent^ who gave the following wick^4 
xeafon for their introduftion— they faid, that — ** th? 
** ufe of thcfc words was decreed to no other endy 
** but that in a ihort time it might be made an ar^ 
** ticle of faithy that thofe words pronounced by 
** the fartjh prieji were tn^ form of the facramentJ** 
So that what the Papijis invented in ordfer to make 
the people believe a tye^ is here treated as an ejfentlal 
part of the ceremony ^ or rather of the very marriage 
itfelfl See Brent. Hift. Cbun. Trent, p. 79I. 

♦ The old proverb faith — '* Give the Devil his 
if due '."-"-therefore it is not quite handfome, to 
attribute this ingenious inflght into the divine in^ 
Jiitution if metrriage to *' the compilers pf our ma-p 
*• trimonial form," for they plainly borrowed 
ftc chiefeft part of our proceedings from the 
chiirch of Rome. When the council of Trent^ 
building on Pope Innocent the Illd's foundation, 
fee before 147 — 150) were determined to give ^ 
inifhing ftroke to religious liberty, by throwing 
the confciences of men into the hands of churchmen^ 
and to make the marriage-union no longer depen- 
dent on God's word^ but on man^s lawy they ?fta- 
bliihcd a decree as follows : 

"And 
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of the divine inftitution of marriage, 
as well as of the facred importance of 
the prieji's office^ than fome among iii 
at prefent fcem to be." ., v. 



And l^ecaufe prohibitions do no good, tYnsfynoijl 
. ** doth coMi^AND, that the matrimony mall 
*• be' denounced in the chiirch three ^fejiwal- 
** days (we' fay Sundays) before it be contrafied, 
^^ ;tnd, no impediment being found, iball be c&- 
*' lebrated in the face of the church 'y where the 
**/^7r(^-/inV^,.having" interrogated the man and 
*^ the woman, and heard their confent, ihallfay^ 
. -** — I join you in matrimony (we fay, '* I pro- 
*' nounce you to be man and wife together*') 
•* in the haihe of the Father^ San^ and Holy Ghojty 
' ** and'JhaU ule other words accuftomed in the 
** province. Notwithftanding, the fynod doth 
" refer it to the will of the bijhop (here's a falvo 
** for licences) to omit the banns i but doth de- 
*' clare.thofe to be incapable of marriage,. vf\ip 
•« attempt to contract it without the prefcnce 
*' of the parijh-prieft^ or another priejl of eqml 
** authority, and of two or .three witne^jfes i 
*' making void and nullifying fuch contrads, i|od 
•* puniming the tranfereffors.** Afterwards it 
faith, ** The^Jrw^i/ will have this decree to* be tin 
.; ** force within thirty days after it fliall bepub- 
** lilhed in every parifh, — Brent. 785. 
To hear a grave and learned Protefiant divine 
comment on all this Popijh rubbifh, juft as fo- 
lemnly as if it was a decree of Heav«n, afibrds 
no fmall proof of the force of prejudice and fu- 
perftition: and indeed, were not the fubied -too 
terious for fuch an expreffion, might be called tidi" 
culous. The above is nearly the model of our 
marriage plan^ as it ftands at prefent, and tho- 
roughly vacates the divine obligation arifing froni 
the divine' cpmmand. 

■ 5 u 
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li^our compilers of the mar riage-cere* 
mony, meant to reprefent what was 
done in Paradife^ at the fifft inftitution 
of marriage, they have acquitted them- 
fclves very aukwardly, for there is not 
la fingle circumftance alike* 

As to the ** mhdjiers ading in God's 
i):ead''—- I do not find that God did any 
thing but bring her to the man, whereas 
with us the man brings the woman to 
church, and fets her before the minijier. 
—nor did Gob Jj^eak on the occafion— 
whereas the minijier reads a long cere- 
mony, attended with many * circumftan«* 

ces 

♦ Burnet J In his preface to Hift.^Ref. obferves^' 
Aat the *' primitive Chrijtians brought in many rites 
•* of Heainenifm into their worfliip,"— The ufe of 
'tlM ring in marriage, feems to have been derived 
{torn this fource, for that it was an heathen cuftom 
•ppears in Hooker^ Eccl. Pol. fol. edit. 1723, p. 267^ 
The Jews^ not improbably, borrowed it alfo from the 
Skatien ; for that the bridegroom put a ring on the 
lnriJf% finger is certain. BroughtonliiQ:. Lib. vol. ii. 
170. We tajce it from the church of Rome. 

Mr. Chambers'^D'i£k. under the word ^/;^— gives 
us the following account : — 

•• A fecond kind of rings were the a^nuii Aonja^ 
*^ UHiy weddtng-rings. Some carry the origin qf 
^^ this cuflom as &r back as the Hebrews y on the au- 
M thofity of a text in Exod. xxxv. 2^. — Leo of Mir 
^ dinny however, maintains ^hat the antient He^ 
^^ trews did i>ot.ufe any nuptial ring^ SeJden^ in hi^ 
^ Ux. Heb. HI), ii* c. 14. own^, that thcfv gave ^ 
*' ring in the marriage, bdt that; k wWQPJy iQ lieu 
**♦ of a piece of money of the fame value^ which had 
*• ufcd to have been given before. *' The 
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ces whicli arc entirely the invention of 
the compi/ers-^thcrefoTC the *' minifter's 
*^ adting in God's ftead" without being 
commanded fo to do, either by precept 
or example from God's iook, is, if very 
clofely attended to, and examined upon 
the footing of Scripture, not quite fa 
like what paffed in Paradife^ as what 
was tranfa<?led on a certain occaiion which 
our author has mentioned, concerning 
certain ** felf-fufficient intruders" into 
an office which did not belong to them^ 
not being efpecially appointed thereunto 
by God himfelf. If vn^ftate chufes that 
the civil contraSiy which is to give the 
fecurity which it requires for the mar- 
riage of the parties, fhould pafs through 
the hands of a minifler in a church, in me 
prefence of the congregation, a decent pro- 
per ceremony compil^ for that purpofe is 
certainly expedient — but when we are told 
oiz divine injlitution — the importance (ftbe 
friejfs office — his aSling in Govt's Jiead^ and 
in God's name — we muil require plain^/j^- 
/»r^-proof for all this; but more efpecially 
when we a^e informed, that all this nxuft 

** The Gr^is and Romans 4id the fame j zad^frm 
*' tbcmyt))c Cbriflians toojt it up.very€ajjly, as appears- 
*^ from %ertullian^ and in fome antiem liturgUs, 
*< where we£^ the form Qi bUJJing€tit nuptial ring.** 
The life of 4^ ring in marriage is, therefore, not onC; 
of thofe cir:CumJianai which are to bereckoned among 
the invitttims of our ^^mfiJirs of the nutrriagt-ctrimony. 

z be 
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be coiftpliedVvithiOn pain and peril oieter^ 
riaj damnafkmi for that muft be the confc- 
qvience of living in *' an habitual ftate of 
•* whoredom ^Si^formcation^'' which ourij«- 
thor. hath pei^emptdrily declared to be the 
cafe of all* who are. npt pronounced man 
and wife, by the /* month of a prie/iJ* 
- I ihould not have faid fo much on 
ihis author s doftrincs upon the fubjeft 
of marriage^ were they not embraced fo 
generally among us ; they have, fince 
Pope Innocent the Illd. laid the foundation . 
of them, by throwing marriage into the 
hands of ecclefiafiics^ been growing in cre- 
dit, till at length it became, among the 
generality, almoft eftablifhed as an article 
oi faith y and now confirmed by adt of par- 
liament, 26 Geo. II. c. 33. that, *• where 
** there is no ceremony performed by a 
** priejl, (and this under certain conditions of 
*^ human invention) there is no marriage^ y** 
confequently the divine injiitutiony with all 
its weight of obligation, is entirely va- 
cated 

♦ A recent and moft melancholy inftance of this 
fliifchievous and antifcriptural lye^ as to its tendency 
with regard to the principles and pra£i:ices of mankind, 
Bas Appeared in the fad and deplorable cataftrophe of 
Ac unfortunate Mifs Ray^ and of her ftill more unfor- 
tunate admirer Mr. i/.— Had the divine law,, and not 
i*^-9& tradition, been made the bafis of our laws with 
rdpeS to marriage^ he would have been taught to 
have confidered her fituation as that of the wife of 
lie nable Lord^ by whom fhe had fereral children, 

and 



eate^ and fet afide, nor canthe fQrijptuN; 
berl)rQ\ight, witk its due att.^o?;it^^' to 
tejTcue thofe fcom .dcftru^ioii.afld pci^ 
dition^ who have ^ a right to;;it? pro-^ ■ 
te^ion. How fub/ervient thw hurt[ian 
marriage-fchttiit has been niade^ by the 
father of lyes ^ to the interefts of hiafcingt^ 
dom» in the- promotion and incr^fe o£ 
ijoboredom and projiitution^ I need, n^ot be 
at much pains to prove; the eyes and 
ears of every man who walks theilreets 
t>f our metropolis after fun-fet, will be 
very fufficient judges of the matter from 
their own obfervation* 

I will now fhut up my remarks on our 
XtzxTit^ author i with citing. ^/^//rrf^ a: very 
awful pal]^e, wjiich he has tranfcribed 
partially at the conclufion of his tnjoo dif^ 
iourfes. t iejiify unto every . man ibat 
heareth the tvords of the propbei^ of tbis 
hook^ if any fnan jhall add unto tbefe 
tbingsy God Jball add unto him the^ 
plagues that are written in tbis book. And 

tad With whom, it Was faid, iDie had cohabited £rom 
die age of fixteeh^ to the fatal moni'eht which 
Srft brought Mr. H« to her jEK^quaintance^hecotild 
never. haye^tlK>ught pf fpliciting her hand. in mar*> 
riag^\ and confeouehtljr of indulging fu^h a refent-^ 
mttnt^ oh hd* penlftihg lA a refural, as at*jatf'ende^ 
in hiftbefuyning heir mirderer^ ahd, ifttentitffidlfyt ^^ 
crf^rrbuH ftciHl^ a^filHj:. referred foritbV Hitiis b( 

f;^Ar^^'-rt '-■■■■■■ ir 



ff am man jhAH t ak* aWay from tit 
worof^ tff tbi book of this prophecy ^ Gop 
jbaU TAlcfc AWAY his pdrt out of .the 
hook, cf Kfi^ and out. pj the hoi} city, 
and ^om the things which are '^ntteh 
in tSii book. Cotcii^.'Kev. xxii. i8> i^« 
witKlMit iv. 2. 

" Thti ^church of England, thbu^h 
^* flid does not confider marriage ^s a 
•* faeramenU y^ looks upon it a§ Iri iri- 
•• ft^lutibn fofacrtd^that ft ought al^aiyj 
^^ to bt eelebrited- by an ecclefiafiicdl pcr- 
^?" fori. • And by fcveral canons of our 
•* church it is declared^ to be, no left 
^* than proftifutiiig.VojIie^s daugliter/ to 
•* give her in matTiaj^\;f ithout the blfeflf- 
•* ifig of a prieft. ' BUf nxarriagels with- 
*^ out this fanftion are not therefore 
** nuttandnjoid. For, though the pofi* 
*• tive law of man ordains marriagie fa 
^ be made by a priefi^ that law oiily 
*• niakes marriages otherwife Ibleni- 
^^ nized irregular, but does not diflblve 
•* them/'. ^Brougbton Hift. Lib. tit» 
Mitrriage. This pafl%e in Mr. '^rro^^- 
irpx; isL confirmed by authorities 'Cited in 
tiw.«wr|/)t of bis bdok;* attd^ftih^ 

prove the' fentimertts'bjf .tfcef^4^^ 
j^ifg/^^siZ/wi^ regar4^ toi^^/^^n^^'^^i^^ 
Gedentiy..tQ the 9mrirfti^e-i^^S^ 
ing of which has o^ertiirdfed' tittY^^^i 

: ■> ' '■ of 



w the diiiAe fn^ttutiori, is .h^^^ 
tiMigation mef^^^l^^ tffelf/Xo thdf, m^rr 
Hage is now lAof e lilce a tr^afure ^f jf^i? 
Jfe/^ tKan a;n ordinance of Heaven^ . , •. 2 
However, it does appear, jHat jtlipugh 
Hkt churc1oaf^&^^ made ,fome canon j 

in vevydifi^'diys which favoufecf of ^-' 
^&jiifioki J^i rf;e has unifprmljr nuini; 
tSaiiiiibd fo far jfee;. honour of the diviv^ 
htfiHutioiii that an trhgulariiy^ (even the 
wint.of ^ J>ne/i) in the adnunifliration 
6f ihdctfcjltidhy ^ tcj.aftencl thp 

fbl?nitti:S«ipa of it,.did.po]tjvWi2/^. t!^f| 
ebliWtlcJn of the tiling itfelf. See w^ 

fore p. 53, 54- .. -. .t.v..,4 

To conclude-^If A/>^r/?/>i?» CC^ 



tniOTtiijh ai5 a Viile of faith' aild praOicc ijj 
religious matters-rif herefy cov^iiAs (nn 
SdBering td certain pofitions and doc-^ 
triries aS fd' mw^y religious truths, which- 
ZK. ij^conjijient with, and in many re- 
^(fts oppojite to the mind and will of 
rop, as^ revealed in the fcriptnre— I will 
^^vc ,it to the dijfcretion of the readcft*' 
to.dete'rmirie, under which of the /W 
he j*fU! 'rah^^ thfc following JptjfitiQnsy 
^rljuicTi are deducitle From the fyftemsof 
law and divinity in this kingdom • 

Ct.2 That 



\ 



[ 228. 3 

That a man can fcducc a wrjfmi and 
Se with her 9 and yet fhe not be bis 
w^e in the fight of God, and the man 
not be compellable to make her fo in 
the face of the world. 

That no union is binding on the par- 
ties, unlefs authorized by vuman laws. ; 

That a man and woman may dhoru 
each other, fo as that the woman may 
marry again to another— if not joined by 
a£t of parliament. ,. 

That polygamy^ though allowed pf Goo 
under the Old Tcftament, was forbidd5in 
by Jesus Christ under the New Tef;^ 
lament, and is therefore ^/j/i^/, andif fo^ 
damnable. 

That where a man has two wives of 

its own, he Ihall be deemed a felon, an4 

fuffer death as fuch — but if he debauch 

ever fo many wives of other men he ihalli 

be free. 

That It is a greater crime to be a pofy*- 
gamifi in one inftance, than to be a whores- 
monger in an hundred. * 

Thal^ 

* This and the following paragraph may remind 
Us of an apothegm of Cardinal Campegius^ about the 
time of tne reformation^ who faid — *^ Multo grt^ 
** vius eile peccatum quod facerdotes fiant mariti, 
^* quam ii plurimas domi meretrices alant/'--^^^ Ic 



That k'is nipre criminal to marr^ two 
wues, thzn to defile and tbei\ . atiandoii T 
cver'fo many virgtns. 

That human laws, maxims, ' ciiftoms, 
inventions^ and prejudices, are to . fu- , 
perfede the obligation of the divine 
law. ' 

That 

*^ yr9A a much more grievous fin that prieftsfcouW 
^' m^rryy than that they ihould keep many harbis.** 
' . However (hocking the Cardinal's fentiments may 
feem to us, yet thgy are i)ot at all more oppofite to - 
fcripture, than ours upon, the fubjeds. here men* 
tioned : and may ferve to fhew, how fjnr fuperfti* 
tion and prejudice may lead thofe who leave the 
wmrd 6f God, turn their ears from. ibc truiby and 
are turned unto fables^ 2 Tim. iv. 4* 

Some time before the refirmationj the magiftrates 
of the Svjifs cantons madp an edi& that— *^ Every 
** P^i'fi fbould be bound to have his proper ^m- 
*^ cuhtne^ that he might not enfnare the chaftity of 
*', modeft women." 

HugOj Bifliop of Conflance^ in his letter to Zuric 
againfl: Zuingliusj fays— ^ though this fecmed'a 
*' ridiculous decree, yet it was necelTary to be 
^* made^ nor could be changed, unlefs that as 
*' much aa was conftituted in favour of keeping eon-- 
** eubinesy were at that prefent converted unto 
^^ lawful matrimonff*' See Brent. Hift. Counc. 
Trent, p. 17, 

As for Luther J becaufe he wrote againft the ce* 
libacy of the priejis and monksy the nuntio of 
Pppe Jdrian to the diet of Norembergy anno 
1523, reprefented him as "treading in the way 
*' iiizt Mahomet did long ago, permitting carn^} 
^\ inclinations to be fatiated," He alfo wfcrved, 
Q.3 ^H 
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..That Jesijs Christ has -tgLU^f^-a 
niore fure'w^d fer/eff fyftefn orpiorals 
t^aii is contained in the ^w' of jJie'Cja 
T?itament. ^, .. 

■ f'- ., • . .i » ^ . • ■ • • • .. . . - 

tliat *^ religious men foribok the clbiffers^ aiid 
*^ icturnecf) tci the worM-^thjit friejli rta^rrWd-,' to j 
** the great difgrace and contempt of religion — whortH. .. 
**A fore-it was neceffary that fome orders were taken* 
^^ xn?it'the(efacrilegious marriages might be diflblved, 
*^ the^^«^A^rj feverely punifhed, and the apojiates 
*^' redact! iinder' the po^et bt their ftijMft-iorS:'* ' 
BVerit. 15, a6. • "VAfter th&y.^arinb 1536, 'the •"Em- 
ptor Charlil^ V. made an etiifti that tbe'tifftf- 
rifed prtpfiii fliould either fdtf^ke thfeir "wiv^, bt'fte- 
ba#iflicd;-'iIb/^7.**i--Onc actufetion' agaJnft' gOKia.* 
BiJlkf*CraMHel^fyR2i^ that «Ke' had beeii twice- mr^- 
Hed: that h^ had kept a wifh Jicretfy in the ttitte ' 
oiF Heti\^WHv.and^^»/y iii the^i-ejgn of EdW. VR 
Rapin vol. ii. ^-44'' 'In 7554, /even Bijhpps wer€^ 
deprived by ffiecial commiffiori, for having defilbd 
tlieir fiin^Hotts by contrading rtnarriage, in coh-^ ' 
/fw^/ Of .God j and manifeft Jiftf^ their own fouls ^ 
as ivTcli as to^tlhe grievous offencie of ail 'orders of 
people, both clergy and laity. See Burnet Hift. 
Reform.' t74V 475- Part Ii.' 

•When Gregory VIJ. or Hildehrandtmzit his de- 
cree agaiitft'the marriage of ecclejiajiics^ he branded ' 
it with the odious title of the herefy of the -Nico- 
LAiTANs, 'Hift. of Popery, vol. i. p. 331. " 

' I- mention thefe things, to fliew further, what 
abfurdity, folly, and wickednefs men may fall into 
themfelves, and lead others into, when humoH- 
imagination ufUrps the place of divine wifdom^ and 
we ceafe to cleave to the divine tejtimony as the only. 
rule of right and wrong, though under notions of 
ftlifter purity and more Exemplary holinefs. ■> 

. ^That' 



feKfes\by Tome M^p^U. d Qai^i^T^-qof . 
bjp'me: k?;^^:/ /<w;^Qf llie Old T^ft^r- 
ment. 3ec ypl. ^. i5..j3f 3^ 347^ 

1 could alrooft. Eerc -adopt;, the wqrd« 
of the Marqms. ^\Be^caria% in his \n^ 
genipus JE^ o» Crimes and Puni/bmmts, 
and fiy of meH pofiti^ms as theiby as he 
dpef/pf certain iiuicjps of profccution'7^ 
*^ ; Wha^ a labyruU;h pf abfurdities J ah- . 
^•^ furdities, whioh'v '(it is td he Jip^^ 
** will appear incredible to happiier po- 
^* fterity. The pbilofopber only will be 
^' able to read in the nature of mani the 
**^pt)ffibiliity of there ever having been 
** fuch a iyftem ? 

When tn^ reader has revolved the 
above pofitions, and perhaps others which 
may incidentally arife from them, withiiji 
his mind^ he will moft likely begia to 
fee, farther than he did before, into that 
myjiery of iniquity^ which, mixing its 
baleful influence in the corrupt minds 
of men, transfufes itfelf as well into 
their religiousy as into their worldly fyf^- 
^ms ; and renders botb^ as far as they 
are conne^fted with each other, either 
independent on, inconjiftent with, or oppo-- 
Jite to, the plan of the divine government*^ 
a^d l^eia in more refpedts than we are 
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apt to imagine, till we examine J^to> 
audi fcrioufly confidcr the fubjedt, on tlic 
footing of the dfoine law itfelfy ^xx\ 
w«ifi;h the importance pf the law\ as 
well as of our obedience to it^ by th^t 
IMf JealQuj^ over it, which the great 
Law-give|i Himself hath liianifeft- 
c?d in His word^ This jedoufy of Gofi 
over jBKf laws^ as a neceflarjr appeadagc^. 
to the/ preceding p^ges, fliall !>? t^Q 
iUbjeiStpt the. nc^ (l^a^tern :.„. . 



CH AP«^ 
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C H A p. IX- 

()/*Gjod*s Jealoufy ov(r His Laws. 

THIS title may be faid to form a,. 
■ coA^defablfe p^ of the fubjed of 
Ibtffy writ; zad indeed to pervade, aod^ 
like the w^rf through the woqff to run 
throughout the whole. The more we 
contemplate thofe authentic records .of . 
the mind knd will of God, the more awr. 
fully fliall we find this truth illuftra^^' 
botn by precept and example,— I 't£e 
Lord thy God am a jealous Qod, vjfitihg\^ 
tbejins of the fathers upon the children ^ ufifof 
the third and fourth generation of'thcEqi.^ 
that hate me. Exod. xx. 5.— and agaio^ , 
Nah. i^ 2. God is Jealous, and the L6rj> ' 
revengethi the I^ord revengeth and is fu^ ^ 
rious, the Lord wilf takf vengeance on Hh 
adverfarieSf and He refervefb nsfratpfor Wi 
enemies. . 

An exemplification of this charad^r pf 
the holy God, began with tht Ju^Jl ad: of 
man's difobedience-^By one ' man Jin entere4 
into tffi worlds and death byjiri. Ronj. v. 1 2. 
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n^^Tbe wages of fin i^%atb. Rom. vi. 23, 
^—In the day thou eatejl thereof thou Jhalf 
furely die. 6en. ii. 17. Nor was this 
death a mere perfonal punifhment, inflidtecj 
merely on the^rfonjo§ tljf ^fyft offender 
frr-but on his whole pojlerity: — In Adam all 
die. I Cpn^v. 22. , .. i^'o^ J >/) 

^^tn'men mulitplwi on the earth, trdnf- 
grelTion muidj}iied,^.tUl <J^^>ii*^^; 
wa^' '^^a^n^a ami |)royoSt?^^f 4(0. ^eftrty 
tJld i^Bole ^'i^^o/liL except etght . perfon^^ 
(l Pet;iii. 2ol)%^ j{ 

'' Aft ei" ward^ ^e imSMom ^i^ Qo/mrr^hj^^ 
1^1 th ihcfive cities *^pfl the pJqin^^ togetha:*j 
with their iirfjaBitah^ts^ ^eftr^^y^edi by Jka^ 
and brimfime f^atngd d^n, ydfou., t^mfro^^ 
the Lord 02:;^ W he^v^n . Geii , xix, 24. ^j 

"Not to dweJT on general topips, let u$^ 
for' a while defgen^ to particulars^ and 
we ' ib all fi n d p o d \je^/^.t^ &pffr Ws ■ laws 
dti|i!ayed throughout the j^ripture, J^ven 
the ceremQut^ ini^iivkiion^ furHifli^us with 
exa^iiples of thlsV For ir^ftanc^, in the 
caip of Nada^j^d Abihuj^ I-ev. x. i . — of ' 
i^mhy !p^/i&'(?;i^/and Abir^m^ and all that 
appertained unto ihem; Numt. xvi. 32, 33, 
who were fwallow^d. up by- rthe earth — • 
the 2.5 o ' who' r were cofifufn^d hy^ fire 9 for 
burning /w^»^— and bpfide thete, 14,790 
who died of4h(^pl(igilj^. yer, 35*.49» Ini 

• ■ 3 ' ' J Chr. 



1 Ghr» xii^. lo. we fee f^Zi? ftrqck *^,ead, 
for only tmchtng tke ^r^, whjG|i b^lop^d' 
alone to Aaron nnd his Jons to do. Numb, 
iv!. 5, 15, To thefe inftabces may |>ej 



added that of 50,q70 * ifiien^ftruck ji^^^ 
for looking anro the' ark at Beii/hemM^^ 
I bafti. yi, 19* Comp. Numif. ly^K^^ 2Q*. 
See I Ciiroii, xy. 13. §0 tfej^t, 'evpa m^' 
rf fjp6^ of feeaches of the cere^oniai ^Wj) 
the men qtjBetBJheme^ mi^ght yyell i'ay— ^ 
Wi6^ is' able h fiani before 'tpis bdy LoB^p 
God r \ f *- 

Likewife bn th? breacli oi pqfiiive p^" 
cepts^ though but QfcaJiQfiflf,2\pAtepip^^ 
tpe jealoufy^ of ippD ^^r ^/i a^w is temr . 
bly niafiifefted i as in the /cafe of ^ciaiu 
Jofh. vii* 25.— in the cftife' of /S^i//, kiog, 
of I/rael, 1 Sam, xv. jtg.-r-iiof tbf f^^r; 
Jient prophet y i Kings p.i|. 2'i.^pf;^i^^ 

From hence let u§ look to the fnorJdf^ 
law, whicK y/as; ordairM?4^ krj^i,^: 

life to all nations, people, and toiigupsT^ 

* Thus it ^^As in oiir tranflation : but tKere is 
not any abfolute neceflity to iiii jerftahd it^f SP 
many, or of mprp than 70 wf« ^if^.^J 50,000 «M»-i- 
Septu^ginta viros aujnquagiiit^ 'n^Ulia virpr}ip|^t 
Mont.-— which 'may certamly be looked uppj^ ^^ . 
fair rendering of tlic 'Hebrew^ - ' ' ' ; 

See fome ingenious remarks on this paflage jn Eei^'- 
t^i of certain Jews to M. de Voltain^ vol. i. 320 — i • 

upon 



SVdn the face of the earthy* whitherfocvcr 
\p word of God Jhould come. This can 
ricver vary nor decay, because it is 
founded in the very nature of that rela^ 
//m which xnen bear to God and each 
other. 11\m .commandment which ftands 
firfi\ and is evidently the ground of all , 
the ^eft, i^iki^-^T^bou Jhalf^^ other 

Grips, biit w^jVHow all contehipts of 
thTs'liw werfejp^^ may'be feen in 

tfie'fearfui deftraiAidn 6f th6'^y!H;^>i nations ' 
in t\i^ land ^f Qanaan^^^iq in God*s 
delivering the Xjeiiiiles into ^the hands of 
thofe worft of tyrants arid deftroyers, their 
6"^ n)ile affeSions^ (o ftrikingly'defcribed 
\rfih^ apojlle, Rpm. i. 21/ &c. — As to 
vvhat the Jews fufFered for turning from 
God to idols ^ it is io often mentioned, as 
to form a chief part in the hiflory of all 
the calamities wliich were brought upon 
tneiii by the righteous judgmeiyt of GoDt- 
Not only the adtual breach pf this com- 
maridment, but even the enticing ano- 
ther to jit, whether the enticer prevailed 
ox |iot, was puniihed with death, and 
that without mercy ^ even though the en- 
ticer was ^ man's deareji friend^ his nearejt 
relation, the wife of bis bofom. See Peut% 
»ii* 6, ^C. 

As 
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As the^fflrcommaiidmeat was toifd^ 
qure^GoD's honour, ^rthc iMJfy cf^i^^'^ 
noorfiiip^ ic? thp ^/&«Bwi wfcs like uritd-ik, 
for it was tp fecure that v)orjhif% bdfrg 

EHiin in the vray whidh He Himfeff 
apjpoiiited. Hence the worfhip 4)f 
under the form of iiliagesi :m^itm:o)t 
^ffwjeff iy Oft find marii lidbicii'/yfm 4ac^ 
|>refsly forbiijen. jMh^^Hisjeal^ 
over thLs JaWs was^ may be Icartted frdm 
B^od. xxxii. when the. people cbimgii 
their glory fntp.if>fi Jimititude of an d* mit 
eatetb grafs. (Pf. c\u 19,- 20.) JuA 
|here feU in^ that day about 3000 meUp 
j[ver. 28.) befides what fell by thejf^&r^ 
afterwards, ver. 35. Nay God would 
have deftroyed them (all) had not . MosBi 
His chofenfiood before him in the breach; f0 
turn away His wrath ylejl tie Jhould dejiroy 
them. FC cvi. 23. 

All /«rj||-^-worfhip was abfolutcly for- 
bidden by this law, whether the idol was 
meant as reprefentative of the true Gcoi 
as in the cafe of the golden calf (fee Exod^ 
xxxii 4, 5«) or of the deities of the Hea-^ 
then, as was the cafe of the Ifraelites In 
the matter oi BaalPeor. The ^i^Jlh 
( I Cor. X. 8.) alludes to this, when he fays 
'-^Neither let us commit fornication, as fame 
of them commit ted f and fell iff one day 23,000,, 
9 The 



:(%« iptrenls ^ft^nthfrn and 'ii^o^o&'tiv'liitrei 
'iwfi^ri^ to th&^bbtd mitb Blutal). ixv. '?. 
.Irthtcbwe UrasAvitc emtHttted f»bored0^ 
hi^^^tit wieitrd wbd^Mm in thfl j^^c^,: £^3 

f^> aic .not toibc imderfb&d in thfe w- 
snw acceptation o]FthY>&^ terfiS^/is ij^h^ 
^fttifxing 'inteh^6&rfe- ^ii^' miom Wt 

Wi.boiiO'M' pf-ther /<<?/; Whifch ' aftaiohg rhih^^ 

JWs Was thecafe yritK' ilke Momhsr'& 
?p^?aw-from tJi« \;!lble''c1feiJfery ana'th^ 
^ <)f the ^^a-a^^i x*iiS/fi(r(^<tHeit' yieldl 
iilg.<tb the tem]^tation of the Mojibliijh 
ipfQHieh, ver. i. ariild- then tHeir riiSxiiig itt 
-^e idolatrous /wjter/WVj \\^hich'^erd; prdc- 
llfed. .ijA honour of the iio'abttiJB \&i^'. 
Comp. Numb. xxxi. i6. • Hdnce' th'6 
holy zeal'ol PbifteiiSy vfrho fle^^'Zxw^^'and 
Cozbit is marked' with f\ibh alp^liiife; 
yer. II, i2i 13. Pf. cvi. 30. afei he tfieJreby 
Vindicated' the honour 01 Jeh&pah'; iri'be'-i 
ing an- ihfttumerit in his hands of punifli^ 
irig^ thofe monftrbus defiters of his lavj'; 
Afad indeed their, fin was a' coriiplicateld 
infult on iit&firfi and' ^<^ij»^* coinihand- 
ments. How God's jeaiou^ ove^ His 
/ifv;/ operated on the occafidii, majr t>^ 

'■■. learned 



1eirri6^;?rqiTi the ju^ipent fte inffi^cil, 
!N*umfc. xtv. 3, 4rS9'i9:r[:^P, tKbwcmay 
add tiie liiflory of^erfioamp king of,^ 
ten tripes of Ip^aef^ w'^ij^i^^ 
led Kim to fet up t*i^9 /^j^[^^f\ pne in J8V 
/i6^/, the other in xJi^W,' tljat the people 
raight worfhi^ /A^r^, and TOt gO:^j)^^- 
r^i/f'W, thinlcing hw^D]sf:^^^ tJadff 
being' ii:aWn into a^Vevp^t^rom 
the king^of^iidahi B'l^tj^his .$p is;ip?ff94^ 
as it were, "with ^peri ojl^ ifhn^ as. cutting 
of and deJirQwing tbeBfiuR^^ 
the face of the earth. ^^%xxx^^ xiii. 3-4^ . .^^ 

The third commahdilfci<pt wus t6/?9ijif:p 
ihe honour due unto tKe ^^^ arid reverend 
^name (Pf. cxi. 9.) oi Jehovah Aleim — tKe 
XrORD GoPj-Tjthat it3>ou\d aot be jncn- 
tioncd' v^liu.nmn^ ifrff&er'ent^^ or fro/iitn 
rtianiwT/ In Jiw. xxiv; to. ^*c fih^ .?- 
mani :^f ^pp's ex^ifj^fs brdibr (ifdlerahjly 
deliverecf J>,y; tJrim 2^^ Ti^mmimJ AotiaA 
to death for a breach of this compiaJft^ 
mftnt, thpilgK fccnSingljr iipl dblie la j^ 
deliberate^, but i&^j/? mai[in^r,i , while y?rit;^ 
in^ with anat'hef' man; -: * \ ' ' 

TKfe ;^^?* eoiftittari Vfifdhf. a^ 

t6[thtMHl[^X^^ was jtb-icH 

ourer»8^ft3!6e(i' poFtion of ^lif time* tb?be fcfff 
^fzrtM'-haffikiHfdi and fetred^ fo'thfe^ mbr^ 
ihimediave^^rffilp bf GbfiVWaS iibt le|s 



an 



i HO 1 

an ^objcS: of God's jealoufy ; for we find 
-the fame judgment as before, delivered 
and inflidted in the fame folemn and awful 
'banner, and terribty executed, for a breach 
of this law, and tnat too in the inftance 
of a man, who oniy gathered a icvfjiicks an 
the Jabbatb^day. 

UOD having, in the Jirfi iahle of the 
law, provided fcfr His own glory, wor- 
ship, and fervice, proceeds in ihtfecond 
to publifh His uill concerning thofe re- 
lative duties, which men owe each other 
as children of one common Father. Ac- 
cordingly — the J^ib commandment en- 
joins duty ♦ to parents — Honour tbyfatber 

and 

' ♦ The words of this law flicw it to belong, in a 
very particular and efpetial manner, to the jews-*^ 
^^ That thy days may be long in the land .which the 
•' LoRJO thy Gojo giveth thee.'* The land here 
meant is doubtlefs the land of Canaan^ to take pof- 
leffion of which they were now journeying from 
MQfpt. 

But doth this claufe fo reftrain this commandmenC 
to the yewsy as to exempt Chriftians from an obe- 
dience to it ? Certainly not— oecaufe the reafon of 
this law muft ever furvive, it having a moral in^* 
tendment, in its enjoining reverence and duty of 
Children to parents, which can never deafe^ 'till 
thofe relations (hall ceafe fronl the earth. And 
this, as I have elfewhere obferved, is the b^ rfik 
to judge of evenr part of the divine law .-— ^'where the 
duties which tnat law enjoins^ or thofe apparenc 

* ' ~ ttifchitrs^ 
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and thy mother ^ &c, God's jealot^Jy ovtt 
this law is fuch, that when the curfes 
from mount Ebal were folemnly pro- 
nounced, Deut. xxvii. one of them runs 
thus — Ver, 16. Curfed is be thai fetteth 
light by his father or his mother \ and all 
the people Jhall fay — Amen. In what a 
dreadful^aiiner difobedient children were 
to be puniftied, appears from Deut. idCu 
18 — 21. Lev. XX. 9. See Prov. xxx. 17. 
The fearful example of Abfahm is re- 
corded £ Sam. xviii. 9, 14. 

The^AT/iftcommandment (oxh\A,^murder. 
The breach of this lawftands inarked witK 
the heavieft doom on the offender, Gen. 
ix- 6. Whofo Jheddeth maris blood j by man 
fhall his blood be Jhed. — Numb, xxx v. 31. 
Tejhalt take no fatisfaBion for the life of * a 

mifchiefs which it Was intended to remedy, dqually 
concern or affeft- mankind at all times and places 
alike, there can be no reafon for the ceflktion of the 
law itfelf, but its duration muft be commenfurate 
with that of the objeifts of it. 

On this principle, thofe laws of Exod. xxii. 16. 
and Deut. xxii. 28, 29. which were apparently 
made for the fecurity and proteftion of the female 
k\9 muft be as obligatory upon Chrtflians as: upon 
Jews. The mifchiefs which have accrjied from lay- 
ing them afide^ are dreadful to think on, but never 
can be remedied or put a flop to, but by the rcfto- 
ration of thofe laws to the refpe£l and honour which 
are due to them. 

Vol. II. R murderer 
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inurderer ivbicb is guilty of deaths but he 
Jhall be surely put to death. Herb is 
another inftance of the reduplicatory em- 
phafis in the Hebrew language — riDV HID 
--^Moriendo moriatur — dying he Jhdll die — 
noting the certainty of what is faid. Sec 
the terrible examples of ^^^r^^ i Sam. xv. 
33. Ahab 2Xi^ yezebel^ i Kings xxi. 19. 
xxii. 34, 35, 38. xxi. 23^ 24. 2 Kings 
ix. 30> &c. 

The feventh commandment faith— 
^bou Jhalt not commit adultery. --^^^ havt 
already obferved, that the uniform and 
unvaried ufe of the word t|K3 — which we 
have as uniformly and unvariedly tranf-' 
lated adultery^ relates to the defilement of 
a betrothed or married woman — that thid 
word is ufed to denote the turning from 
God, who is the hujband of His church, 
to idols y cdllcdjir angers, Jer, iii. 13. So 
that it carries its own fingle idea with it 
wherever it occurs throughout the whole 
Hebrew fcripture. That the Jeventh com- 
mandment therefore prohibits a woman's 
taking or going to any man but her own, 
one, proper hujband, is too plain to admit 
of the leaft doubt. God'^ jealoufy over 
this law appears from the penalty inflidted 
on the breakers of it^ which is certainly 
dt'atby both of the woman who was defiled, 

and 



f 243 ] 

ahd of the man who defiled htt. Lev. 
*x. io. 

So jealous is God of the honour of this 
law, that even a bare Jujpiciori which a 
Inan enteirtaified of the chaftity of his 
wife, fubjedted her to a mbft feverc and 
awful trial, where, if (he was guilty, God 
pledged Hiniiclf to difcover it even by mi* 
l^cle— by turning a little harmleft iufi'ZxA 
innocent ivater into a deadly and ddffruc- 
tive poifon. Numb. v. 17, 22. Norie of 
tills ever happened to a man wKor had 
taken, or was fufpedled to have tafceh, a 
fecond wife to his Jirfi — Bttt why Jrtot, if 
the law equally reached his cafe? Can 
OoD be fuppofed to h6\fA% jealous oi His 
law, if i, man was guiity, or fujpe^ed to 
bfe guilty, of a breach of if, than in the 
eafe of guilt, or fti/picion of guilt, on the 
tvoman's fide? Why i^Jhe to {\xftQr Jhame, 
the moft excrudiating torments, and even 
^atb itfelf, and the man on bis Jide be 
free from even the leaft reprehenfion ? 
Shall not the Judge of all the earth do 
right? Gen. xviii. 25.— But one good 
feafon can be afligned for this difference, 
which isy that the woman was condemned 
by the law, the hiriband was, not. This 
apparent diftiniftion meets us every where 
throu^out the Biik. IF a wife tockk 
R 2 /ecvnd 
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Jecond hufband» living htr firji^ they were 
called adulterer and adulterefs^ and both 
the wife, and the man who took her, 
were to htjioned to deaths and if any ijfue 
was born of fuch commerce^ it was to be 
excommunicated from the congregation of 
the Lord 9 even to the tenth generation^ 
Deut. xxiii. 2. Where is there any thing 
of this to be found on the man's fide ? — 
So far from it, the iflue of a fecond wife, 
living zfrjly was exprefsly, by God's po- 
fuive law, to be lool^ed upon as legitimate 
as the iffuc of tht frji, Deut. xxi. 15. 
No excommunication of the iflue fol- 
lowed. — The direft contrary appears froda 
the inftances of the twelve jfons of JaQoby 
who were equally heirs, to, and inheritors 
of the hind of Canaan — of Samuely who 
niiniftered to the Lord in the tabernacle 
in his very childhood — of Solomon, who 
built and dedicated the temple of God — 
\\m\y in Ihort, in every other inftance, 
without exception, which we meet with in 
holy writ. 

yN hcii David took the wife of Uriah, 
he was feverely reprimanded by the pro- 
phet Nathan ; but after Uriah^s death, 
no takes the fame woman, though he had 
cither ^a^ivcs before, and no fault is found 
with him ; nor is he charged with the 

leaft 
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leaft flaw or infincerity in his reperjtancc 
on that account. The child whicn was the 
fruit of his intercourfc wit\i. Bat hjheba^ 
during her hufband Uriah's life; .God 
Jiruck to death with His own hand, 2 Sam. 
xii. 15. Solwion, born of the fame wo- 
man, begotten by the fame man in a ftate 
of polygamy t is called Jedediah, or beloved 
cf the Lord — acknowledged by Gop 
Himfelf as Davids lawful iflue, i Kings 
V. 5. and asfuchfet upon His throne-. All 
this, and much more which might be, and 
indeed has been mentioned, ihews that po-- 
lygamy is not, nor ever was, an objf (51 of 
the feventh commandment.-^To alTert 
that it is, is not only without evidence, 
tut againft all the evidence' which the 
word of God aiFords us on the fubjeA. 
Had this been an equal offence on the 
man's fide as on the woman's, ih^jealoujy 
of God over his laws would not have 
fuifered him to have been filent on a 
fubjedt fo important to the glory of His 
HOLY LAW. Had it indeed been any 
breach of that law whatfoever, we muft 
have found fome trapes of His anger 
againft it, not every where hav? met with 
His entire acquiefcence and approbation. 
Other wife I know not how we can fay 
with David y or how he, of all men, 
R 3 copld 
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«^^ lixy^^^TAy word is a lamp unto my 
ii, .;W a li^ht unto- my path. Pf. cxix, 
o>. There is not a fingle breach of the 
^^kM kvm that is not marked out^ fome-* 
^iUire or other, either dire£fly or by 
rjiyiquence, with tokens of God's dif- 
appsobation and difpleafure : but this 
is no where fo marked j therefore wc 
muft cither conclude, that we are left 
in tk€ dark concerning the meaning and 
import of the ji^^/^ commandment; or 
ihBt polygamy is no fin againft it : to con- 
clude the Jirjiy is an impeachment of the 
holinefsy wifdom^ and jufiice of God ; to 
infer ihcfecondj is to eftablifh the con- 
iiftcncy and harmony of the fcriptures, in 
the charadter which they have given us of 
the blejfed GoDy who is to judge His rea- 
fonable creatures by that law, which He 
hath comrtiandcd, and made known unto 
them. To -imagine that the holy Lord 
God — vAioi^ jeahufy over His laws isjucb, 
as to command a man to htjionedto death 
for a fingle breach of the fourth com- 
mandment, and that only in gathering a 
i^v^ Jlidks on ^^ fabbath'day — ihould al- 
low, blefs, own, and promote a breach 
of the feoentb commandment, without a 
fingle inftance to the contrary iov fifteen 
hundred years together — and of the ori- 
ginal injiitution ^ marriage (which is a^ 

pofitive 
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pofitive a law as the other) for about ^z^r 
tboufand years together — is wholly irre- 
concileable with the fcripture-account of 
Him, whofe glory it is to be of purer 
eyes than to behold evil, and who cannot 
look on iniquity. Hab. i. 13. 

Superjiition itfelf feems abalhcd at the 
idea, and, in order to maintain its em-> 
pire over the minds of men, t;o retire 
behind thofe intrenchments of error^ 
which, even in the days of the apofiles^ 
began to be thrown up by the heretic 
Cerinthusj in that horrid pofition, that 
^^ the blefled ^on, who took on him 
*^ the perfon of the man Jesus, con- 
'* ftantiy oppofed the God of the JewsJ^ 
However fhocking this may found in 
words, yet in truth and in faft it is 
maintained in fubftance, by thofe who 
reprefent the Lord Jesus Christ as a 
neijD lawgiver^ and as ena<3:ing laws con- 
trary tOy or inconfiftent witb^ the laws 
of tne Old Teftament i or who fay with 
Socinus, that ** Christ's miflion upon 
" earth was to exhibit to mortals a new 
^^ law, diftinguiftied from <?//, others by 
*^ its unblemiihed7&;//(J?//y and perfe£lion.^' 
—Let us weigh the pofition, Uiat *^ God 
^* allowed polygamy under the Old Tefta- 
« EP^cnt— -but Christ forbad it as adul^ 
R 4 *< ter^ 
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Mvior the New Teftament," in 

.* \." ICC, we fhall find, in all fcnfe 
*^ . i.on, their avoir Jupois is fo equal, 

. :::c weight of an hair, or the breath 

. rlv, would turn the fcale. 

Sm.h is God's jealoufy over His laws^ 
uc He pofitively comn;ianded — none 
• liould add to them, or diminijh from them* 
Deut. iv. i. Whofoever d!idi either y woul4 
be guilty of a breach of this exprefs com- 
mand ; as, fuch would be zjinner ; Jorfir^ 
is the tranfgrejjion ofihe law. To fix this 
"on Christ, is an horrible blafphemy; an,d 
could it be proved, that in any one irir 
ilance* Christ added to or diminijhe4 
from the law of God, by ordaining any 
thing contrary to or inco'nfiftent with it^ 
it would, as before obferved, be making 
Him a greater impoftor than Mahomet ^ 
who openly declared that he was fent to 
** dcAroy the law of the fcripture, and 
" to fct up another of his own :" — where- 
as Christ declared. He came not to de- 
ftroy the law^ hat to fulfil it, and thai not 
one jot cr tittle Jhould pafs from the law^ 
But how could this be fo, if Christ 
made xhxtjiftful which God made laiv^ 
filf — if He repealed the old moral law, 
and fet up a ?ie^d' one of His own ? Thofe 
who can imagine fuch things, little con- 

fider 
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fider the fcripture-charafter of that jea'^ 
lous God, who declares fo perempto- 
rily by the pen of Divine infpiration— • 
I am JEHOFAHy that is My name, 
and MY GLORY I will not give to another. 
Jf. xlii. 8. The power bi the divine le^ 
gijlationis an eflential part of His glo- 
ry, which is incommunicably His own, 
^xi^ which never was, or will, or can be 
communicated to any other. When one 
of the perfons in Jehovah covenanted 
to take on Him the name and office of 4 
^on (fee Heb. \. 5. latter part, with Matt/ 
iii. 17.) and was to aflume the human 
nature as the fecond Adam^ He was to be 
made of a woman ^ made under the law (Gal, 
jv. 5.) not abqve it. It is faid, Phil. ii. 7, 
that He — mvij^a^-^ emptied Himfeff'-^HtidX 
\s, of the glory which He had with the 
Father before thf world was (John xvii. 5.) 
^nd was made man — took on Him the form 
of fi fervant (A»A« — of a flave) not of 4 
fovereign and lawgiver. So far from ex«^ 
ercifing fuch a power. He even refufcd to 
interfere in determining a queflion of 
private property f Lukexii. 13, 14. faying 
• — Man, who made me ajudge^ or a divider 
among you P And fo far from aiming at 
kingly power (a main branch of which is 
lepflation) when He perceived that they 

would 
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would come and take bim by force, and mate 
Jiim King, He departed into a mountain 
Himfelf alone. John v. 15. — He had in- 
deed a kingdom, but not of this world. 
John xviii. 36. not an farthly^ but an 
heavenly kingdom^ where tb^ neither marry 
nor are given in marriage, but are as toe 
angels of God. Matt. xxii. 70. . 
' The fmall attention which the primi- 
tive^ Chrijitans and fathers paid to the 
jfdtoi0 of Gap over His laws, w$ls great- 
ly owin^ to their ignorance of the He^ 
B^ew fcriptures, confequently'of the tru? 
ttcaiiing of the; Old Teftament. They 
tCjb niuch f<?pkrated the New Teftament 
from it, making the latter a fort of ne'W 
Jxftem by itfeli, and governing them- 
felves by what they called the precepts of 
CnfeisT, not confidering that thefe pre-. 
Cepts^h^d their foundation and authority 
from what was written in the Old Tefrr 
tamciit. Hence, for want of cpmparing 
the New Teftament with the Old, they 
gotj into their extravagant and wild opi- 
nions abput marriage. For inftance— 
Christ faid — There be eunuchs which 
have made tbemf elves eunuchs for the king-- 
dom of heavens fake ; he that is able to re^ 
ceive it, let him receive it. — This waS 
prefently turned into a difcouragemcnt 
of marriage, as lefs pure and holy in itfelf 

tliaQ 
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than ^Jingle life^ infomuch that the fa^* 
jnous * Origen^ who allegorized all the 
reft of. the New Tefb^nent, took this 
pafTage literally^ and adually cajtrafed 
himfelf. His example was followed by 
ij[iany others, till the praftice was con- 
demned, under the name oiaut^fbom^ox 
felf-murder. Thofe who pommittecl thii 
A^iolence o;i themfelvesi ^^ w«re called by 
^* thie apofiU$ canori^i "A:^To(^viutc^^[0If^ 

** enemies tf GodV worhmnJh^J' See 
Hammond on Matt. xix. 12. Others^ who 
(lid not go ib far as this, yet held mar^* 
riage to be a carnal thing, and unfit fof 
the chajiity and purity of Cbrifiians-f. 
Thus, to avoid what the Devtl, trans-** 
formed into an angel of lights taught them 

* Ori^fn 'flourifhed in the third century^ and was 
almoft the only one among thofe early fathers 
who underftood Hebrew 5 but the advantage which 
this might have been to him, was all loft by an irre* 
gular and wild fancy, which led him to interpret 
the fcripture upon the principles of the Platonic 
philofophy, and which this great man fet up as a 
teft of all religion. He fo allegorized the fbnpture, 
that the letter of it loft all its meaning and impor- 
tance. — Thus did he open a fecure retreat for all 
kind of errorsy that a wild and irregular imagina- 
tion could bring forth. See i Mojbeim^ p. 140, 
141, 142. 

t The perfuafion was almoft general in the third 
century^ that they who took wives ^ were of all others 
moft fubjedl to the influence of malignant damons. 
I Moih. 137, 

to 
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to dke^mnfilt'hinefs of tbe^fl^ they fell 
into thtjpiritualfithinejs of making them- 
fclves wtfer and belter than God. Had 
they gone to the only fountaih-head of 
adl true interpretation, the Old Teftamcnt, 
•*-^had they enquired hy whom ^ and for 
what purpofes; marriage was inftituted— 
they^* would have feen that' the law was 
holy; and the commandment hofy^juji^ and 
good which ordained it. They would Have 
likewife ^feen- that ■ the Jirjl Miffing which 
fever came from Heaven to earth, after the 
Cffeatibn'of man upon it, was annexed to 
that command — Be fruitful and multiply y 
latfid heplenijh the eiirthy Gen. i. 28.-^ — that, 
fo far from ^Jingle life being more holy 
than a married life, the Lord God faid — 
// is not good for man to be alone y /. will 
make him an help meet '\for him. Gen. ii. 1 8 . 
• — that marriage itfelf was ordained by 
God Himfelf as confiftent with the per- 
feSi innocence of man's ftate in Paradife^ 
while he ftood in the likenefs and image of 
God, therefore no impurity or defilement 
could belong to it. For all thefe reafpns, 
it is^ impoffible that Christ fhould mean 

t As before him. Eng. Marg. / will make for 
him an help ^ one like himfelf Bate. J counterparty 
•r one correfponding to himfelf fuch as the reflection of 
a tMUfCs [elf which a glajs or water fets (TJJ) hefor^ 
hjmi Id. note on Gen. ii. i5. 

by 
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by what He faid, that marriage is^ kfs 
holy and pure thah a ftate of celibacy^ or 
lefs becoming the Chriftian profeffion. 
This H;p did not mean. What He did 
mean. Matt. xix. 12. was (as we may 
humbly fuppofe) that in the times of 
the infancy of the churchy when fur- 
rounded by perfecution, and every oppe^ 
iition that earth and hell could give it, 
even death itfelf threatening on all fides 
the profeiEon of the gofpel, it was expe- 
dient that thof? who were to preach and 
profefs it, in the midii of a crooked and 
perverfe generation (Phil. ii. 15.) fhould 
Keep themfelves difentangled from worldly 
engagements as much as poffible (fee 
2 Tim. ii. 4.) and efpecially from thofe 
ties which might tempt theni to with- 
draw from the work they were ca.lled to, 
by attention to family concerns (fee i Cor. 
vii. 32, 33, 35.) or perhaps to deny the 
faith, if they were called to fiiffer 
for it. Now, whoever preferred thefe 
confiderations before even the lawful in- 
dulgence of a married lift, for the fake of 
the go/pel^ fo as to remain Jingle on^ this 
account, might truly be faid to make him- 
f elf an eunuch for the kingdom of heaven* s 
fake. This exadtly harmonizes wit^i 
I Cor. vii. in which the apojile fays fo 
much in favour of ^ Jingle Ife, but ex- 
plains 
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plains the vd^holc drift of his difcourfe, 
ver. 26. to relate to* the then difireffed 
ftate of things tr-'bnt as for marriage itfelf^ 
he feys, Hcb. xiii. 4. It is homurable in 
aU^. Had it not been fo, we (houM 
hardly have feen otir Saviour beginning His 
mracks at a marridge-feaJl'-^xSxM^ fane- 
tifying by His prefcnce tnis primary or-- 
dinance of God. John ii. 1 — i;. 

From this want of comp2inng^iritual 
things with Jpiritualy they ran into all 
thoife extravagancies about fecond mar- 
riages, looking on them as abominable, 
forbidding ecclefiajlical perfons to be pre- 
ient at them, and counting little better 
than whoredom and adultery a man's mar- 
rying a fecond wife after the death of 
^Jirft', thus making out notions oi purity 
and bolinefsy which confifted in nothing 
better than calling that which God hath 

cleanfedy common and unclean. A£is x. 15. 

\ 

* The apoftle adds itj i KOi]$i iyLittflou and the bed 
(tljat is the marriage-bed) is undefiled. For I take 
it the verb t^i-^is — muft be fupplied l?ere as well 
as in the preceding fentence — tifjuoi yiyLQij which 
our tranflators have rendered — marriage is ha- 
nourable. — Why not alfo render 1^ « xoi7ii diiiAvlM, 
and the bed IS undejUed? that is, not lefs pure than 
the bed of ^ftngle per [on. This conncfts the latter 

claufe with the former, and makes the fenfe entire 
' and- complete., and would have faved a deal of com^ 

^Hiatorial ingenuity on the. word undefiUd. 

•::.. AH 
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a pofygamtft as worthy of deaths adually 
snakes him ^felony and ranks him» in 
this rcfpcdt, with thieves and murderers. 
This 0^ law was made in the wife 
reign of the wife fames I. and ftands in 
the ftatute-book next before the ad 
which forbids perfons to " confult with, 
** covenant with^ entertain^ employ y feed, 
*^ or reward any evil and wicked fpirits^ 
-—This was repealed 9 Geo. II. though 
it huAfome countenance from fcripture— 
hK}X. polygamy has ftill the brand oi felony 
remaining upon it^ though there is not 
a tittle in the word of God againft it. 
Exod. xxii. 18. faith — Hbou Jhall not fuf-- 
fer a witch to live: but no where does 
•the law of God forbid polygamy : fo that 
all that has been written, fpoken, or 
cnafted againft it, from the days of the 
primitive Chrijiians and fathers to this 
hour, or may continue fo to be, is as 
void of all warrant from God's law, nay, 
is as oppofite to it, as hanging a priefi 
for marrying at ally under the ftatute of 
31 Hen. VIII. c. 14. while it remained 
in force, or the oujiing a man of his clergy 
under the ftat. Ed. 1. for having been 
twice married — or for roajling a fellow- 
creature alive under the writ de hareticq 
comburendo. All thefe things were mofi 
highly honoured,, and moft pioufly re- 
3 fpedted. 
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^^ibftedln their da^^ koweve^ IhBainun^ 
-barfaarous, amiicripltiildii md iii]^ufli&- 

.* Ihd tilt.. jeah^^ of mankind oyer 
tiie Jaw of'Goo>/been at: «11 tkeies 
ffkat it ou^ibt ito: have bMn, that iii^ 
vine rule of right had never be^ iaformi* 
ed and di^raced by human \ invention^ 
and we never ihoidd have £(>und men 
taking upon themfelves to fport with 
the confciences and lives * of their fellow- 
creatures, as <fc* humour> fafliion, pr 
. ',.. fijperftitioa 

^ In the Commeiit^ty on ^he MarpiU o£ Becca-^ 
ria^s Eflay on Crimes and PuniJbmintSy c. xtii. the 
fpmm»taior^ ¥^ho iis fuppofed to be M. de Voltaire^ 
^xd^ias— '^ Is it.ciredible that Dhere focnerly jcxf^ 
f^ jift^d g. fupreme tribima,! more horrible than the 
^^ iA<|uifition> and that this tribunal was eftabliihed 
** by CharUmagne f It was the judgment of ff^^ 
^' poali^^ otberwil^ called the Vhemn court* The 
*' feverity, or>rathcr the cruelty^ of this court, 
^^ w^^t fo far, as to punifii, with death, every 
f^ &a^oH who broke his faft during Lent. The iame 
.*' law was alfo eftabliihed in Franche^^omtii in the 
>" bedAning of the lyth century. 

*^ In the a£chi>ves .of a little place^ called St. 
*' Claude^ in Burgundy J are prercrvcd'the partiett- 
^* lars of the iientence, and verbal procefs of txt^Mr 
^' tio49, of a poor gendeman named Claudf GuUhnj 
^' wh<>.»^as beheaded sgSth July, 1629. ^ing re^ 
*' ^.^fle4 liO the jutmoft poverty, and urged by 
** the moft intolerable hunger, he- ate, jon a fijb^ 
♦* ^9Cf^ a morfel of horfe-flefli. This was his crime. 

•Vol. II. S "He 
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.jfuperftition of the times didated; :WhiA 
the anfwer of the Barons was to the:re^ 
queft of the Pre/atesy as related in the fk^ 
mous ftatute of Merton, 20 Hen* III. 
would^ with a fmall, but important va»- 
riation^ have been the language of cvzwy 
iucceeding parliament^ .anid, inftead of 
Nolttmus leges Anglia tnutare^'^it would 
have been iaid Nolumus leges Dei nm- 
tare. : 

** He Was found guilty of facrilegc. Had. Ji^ 
*' been a rich man, and had fpent two hundred 
*• crowns in a fupper of fea-fiih, fuffering the poor 
** to die of hunger, he would have been confi- 
** dered as a perfon fulfilting cvqfjr duty.** 

However horrible the above inftances may ap« 
|)ear, however (hocking to humanity, as well as 
to all true religion, it may be, for one kt of mor- 
tals thus barbaroufly to fport with the lives of ano- 
ther—- yet there is not any thing above mentioned^ 
which is not as much founded on the authority of 
God, as making a man a fehn^ and to fuffer death 
€S fitch J for having two wives at a time. 

The very fenfible reafoning of the commentator 
upon the fate of Claude GuiUon — '* Had he been a 
** rich man,** &c. will alfo, with very little varia- 
tion, apply to the other cafe— for, had the man who 
was doomed to death for having two wives of his 
own, only debauched a dozen wives of other peo- 
ple, he would have been free from that fanguinary 
law. One would almoft think, that fuch laws as 
thefe were made ^' that there might remain no 
fpecies of atrocious folly, which hath not entered 
into the heart of m»«'' , 

StUl 
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' Still/A^ Lord is King^Hh AotSHU 
hion is over all — tHe laws of His king- 
dom, both in heaven above, and in md 
iarth beneath, are as unchangeable aS 
himfelf— they are the tranfcripts of Hii 
mind and will', and the unalterable rule 
of His moral government over His rea- 
ibiiablfc treatutes. No time^ plate, or 
age can change their obligation. As 
His law is the fame> fo is His jealoujy 
bver it. — Were the firft caufes of publid 
and private diftrefs and calamity tnore 
Attended to than they are, men might 
fee this truth, written ift legible cna- 
rafters on all their affliStiohs and mife-» 
ries — God is a jealous God. 

I have before fpoken on the notion of 
antiquating the laws of GoD, and leaving 
them out of owrfyfiem^ as ** having no- 
** thing to do with the more mddern days 
•* of Chrijiianity ; that Cbrijiians ftre go-* 
'* verned by another rule^ and people are 
'* not to do non^ as they did unaei: the 
** Jewijh law." This may appear plau- 
fible to thbfe who want to bfeak His 
bonds afunder^ and cajl away His vordi 
from them-^VL ii. 3.^^without the trou- 
ble and vexation of a guilty cohfcicnce } 
or who are ignorant enough of the na-^ 
turej ufej and properties, of the divine 
S 2 laWf 
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taw^ to inHLgine that it is fuperfeded 
by what they call the law of the gojpei. 
This idea is fo general, that it would 
illheeome a writer on the fubjeft of this 
chapter^ to (pare the pains of once s^gaiior 
(;onfidering thefe, iiangerqus hKA Jafhiona^ 
ble tenets. .. 

It is a true and folid mzxim^ with ape* 
fpedl to, the Jaws of God, as well as in 
human juri^rjidence^ " ubi eadem nitiq 
** ibi idem jus — " where r there is tb§. 
" fame reqfon for it^ there the law fnt^ 
*f he the fame.*' This i^ a good criterion 
by which, we may judge between diofe 
laws which are waxed old and n)anijhed 
away, and thofe whofe obligation mufl 
ever remain. According to this rule, we 
may fafely determine on \h& obfoletenefo 
of the whole ceremonial /^w*— as likewife 
on that of thofe particular la^m, which 
could only relate to the peculiar fitu- 
ation of a peculiar people. But there is 
the fame reafon now as ever, why we 
fliould ba^e no other Gods but Jeho- 
vah— why we fhould not make images 
and worjbip them — ^why we ftiould not take 
the name of the Lord our God in vain^^ 
why we {honldfet apart a portion of our 
time for the immediate fervice and worjhiptf 
Him that made us — why we fhould honour 
ot^r parents^-^o no murder^^not commit 

adultery^ 
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adukeryf fcy dejiHng our neigbbour^i ipifi-^' 
why ^tjhould netfieai — bearfalje witnefsy 
or covet ibat wbicb i? another s •••~wc Haver" 
therefore • very property adopted thcfe' 
CQ Pim agKlments^ into oxxt pttBlie Jiroice^ 
read ' thent in the ears of the preopie 
GWoy fabbath^dcTfi and pray for mercy 6n 
abcount of our iins againft theni» ahcf 
dut God- would wrrftf all thefr His^ 
kwr wit bin our bearts, - inclining our 
ifearts to keep them. We hav^ ^ladcf 
^i4^ commands of God the grdbrrd bif 
£>me of our fend laws^^ivx^ as thofc 
againft^ unnatural lujis — and doubtl^fs 
there is the higheft reafon why this . 
fhoiild be fo. Why then do we make 
void other laws ? why make other com- 
mandments of God of none effedt tbrougb 
om^ traditions ? Why is a vir^^ who 
gives ber perjbh into, the poifeffion of 
the man of ber choice^ Icfs one fiejh with 
hiiri «tfw, than when God faid — Sbejhall 
he his wife^ &c ? Why do we now put 
afunder thofe whom God then joined 
together ? Is there not the famie reafon 
of their indiflbluble union now as when 
it was faid — They pall be one flejh ; be^ 
cdufe be has humbled ber^ he may not put 
her away all bis days ? Is the divorcing 
or pitting away the woman Icfs againft 
S3 GoD'f 
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Cod's ordinance, or attended with lefs 
mifchief and inconvenience, than it waa 
three tboufand years ago ? Let the poor» 
deludedy helplefs, and forfaken wrctcb» 
who is wafting with difeafe, periihing 
with cold and nakednefs, fainting with: 
hunger, give the anfwer I — let thoufands^ 
that, like her, have been, deceived. and 
ruined| declare what anfweF can . be 
given. Could the unhappy, defperate 
creature, who is iharp^ning her knife, 
for her ne'^-born infant's throatr-rthc 
wretch whofe horror makes her forget 
ker oisfti cbild^ fo that Jhe has no CQmpaf* 
Jion on the fruit of her womb^ If. lix. 15^ 
1 — could fhe be afkcd the reafon of her 
<:ruelty, fhe would tell us that it prigi-r 
nated from yZ>^/w^ and y^<7r (fixed on her 
by the inventians of men) which prompt 
her to avoid the cenfure of the world fo as 
to Qverwhelm every other confideration. 
J^or could it be made to appear, that 
fuch mifery fipds more alleviation from 
the want oi power in a married vazxi^ than 
from the want of will in a fingle pian, to 
prevent it. 

All this is owing to the frame of our 
laws-r-to the unfcriptural and antifcrip-^ 
(ural power affumed by njaji in things re-^ 
fating to God— to our making nf(irriage 
?nd its obligation copfift, not in what 

Q99 
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GojD hath made them to confift^ that 
18 to f^y— fimply in the union of the par- 
ties—but in the words oi ^ priefiyin the 
fanAion of an h&man outward ceremony^ 
i|i::a-^;*y invented at Rme^, adopted 
by the; ambition and- avarice oiF Pate In^ 
noeent the Illd. and his clergy, ajiafrom 
them handed down and received, by 
the credulity of lAankind, ever fince. 
Hinc illse lachrymal ! Hence flow the 
tears of the feduced, the deferted, the 
xmntA female^-^honc^ heave thofe ^gbs 
whii^ affeA none but the heart they 
come from, and which ferve to little 
other purpofe than to grace the triumphs 
of luft, perfidy, and treachery, over Juf- 
ticfy, nfircy^ and truth. Cuflom has nxed 
the odious name of wAare, on her whom 
Giop accounts a Hvife— whoredom and for--, 
nicatiqn on. that which he calls marriage^ 
by poiitively eftabliihing it as fuch in 
J^is woirdr^ajianfy is Aamped on thofe • 

* Viz* Tl^at marriagi is zfacrament^ and as fuch 
muft W adniiniftered by the hands oifriefts. AF- 
tcrwartis the Council of Trent decreed--'** If any 
** (hall fay that matrimony is not one of the fevtn 
** facmmiHts inftituted by Christ, and doth not 
** confer grace— £rt him be accurfed.*^ 

Again-^** If 'any fhall condemn the hfnedi£iions 
•* and other ^eremonies-^Let him he accurjed.*^ Set 
Br^nt Cpun« Trent, p. 784. 

* S ^ whom 
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put afiitidif whom God i(3ft vnts jihii^ 
together^ ."• -' * • 

Tht'Skbrrw rtJir^^wWcfe we tffttiHalft; 
ah harht of ^iare-^lilbi ^e Gr-eek mf/iviff^ 
(kriotcs a woMSh, Who from a prilkjJpl» 
of laft^'ldlfijiefs, ov 'z^PttiGb, fieftov^s W 
falls Jk^^^f^ufs pVoOiUcuoufiy to dt^ 
mcffaaike i whereas «be iiirgif^ Who ?b»i5 
ftoVtrs ;&^ JW^/^^ orf tttd'^ittan of-hiiH 
chtolcQi'^Vim art iftteht'<6 be Aw ftftiAJr' 
a/one,^^ long as' b^s^fb fh^l ilyfr^-Aiitf 
bciri| 'gntiie J /or e^ien^' It moft fUdddfF 
odcafloftiy?^f^— is-m ihe Idfigufegte'ttf"' 
fcriptftfe the rll^W-^^iyfeiAj— Afc '^ 
of wji^ of that niafl -fftfm that moih^ht. ' 
He is iM^un^ to maintain^ protedt^ ahd"- 
pfovidt for her as fuch > aftd no cerefllOfty * 
of mdn's invention caia add to this ofeli-- 
gation, dt the want of it make any dimi^' 
nutian itoTti it, in the fight 6if Oon^ 
Our ideas of bijiar^ are derived from* 
the former error, and are very confiftent 
with it: we firft, without all warrant 
from fcripture, make the woman an 
whore f and then as unwarrantably flamp 
the name of bajiardoxx the iffue : whereas ^ 
the word niDD denotes the 'iffue of a 
rm or harlot {jk to/>vhc— fay the Lxx^' 
Dent, xxiii. 2.) who by having promif- 

cuous 
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<^ttous Mttdi-cqOrfe with jSiSkreat ^ineMJ^ 
muft »nd«*^i};le■ ifliie ^turioM,. and^te^v 
certain to wbsmi^btlmgs* For thi^ dsiu\ 

peAfZ>Bii/hrdi bec^ufe-if .a- v^^f^ ^iv«r. 
her perfei^ ,to otfaetJt Isefiidcs ■ faer itig/&i 
^M^ th^iOTtiRB jnuft.btf ;a» tinc(»-(iuA td>. 
whoEtt at belcMig^ as^^'^ ^Miie if ah. 
tOfkiv- ■:^- ••- • " ■ ■■.. ••-. --• ■•!;. '■.,-. ■'•>■:•. • :; 

took another^ ever caited. or reckoned . 
an vfJbttfgmongitf or <»^StfA4r^«f'*ikn- .w^ t^ 
WcMXiaA which he ib to^k'tmUed an lp^«i^. 
Of iaid to^ccfntmit <2dW/^ with th<s iiiatt 
>Mnor v«!fts w the- t^ite iof fvchv Dv^mia^ • bjT 
that tdm deemed a A^k/ }<^bue th« 
whole tvask by the i^mM' i^W i^ided^^ 
confirmed, J - andv defiOied /4«^/ v^dftil 
/^^^» as hath already, .^een diewn -ae 
large. ■•- ■ .• ' ••*••' ■'■ > ■ -' ■ 

In fiiort, '' the whoie ^(lem ofw^titt 
liiWs, mtbefs^ rc^ped«,i8''like. the^>i)^«i 
terns c^ the Scriies 'Uid'-Piiart/gesy rtrhd 
took as UMiKh of GdiJVi^w as fuiiejf 
With their own traSf4a»s, ^ und reje^ed 
allthereft* The pafldge Mark vii. gj 
&c. is verjr ftriking— «i& j&A/ mto tie»^ 
FuUiMUytri^eB tbecommandnuni of Gos^ 
that ye may keep yowr own traditwfa^ 

For 
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fcrxM(ifes Jiud^ Honour tby father and 
mof^&^i ana v>bofo curfetb fatver or nw» 
tber^ let bim die the deatb^-^But ye Jay, If 
a man.Jball fiy, -imta.Ms fdther.xwnwtber^ 
it if Corban, tbat-As tofiiy a g^^i^tmed 
and devoted b^ me to tbe tempk^treafury, 
fir tbe repairs, or \feroice of the temple^ 
accoi^ding to King "^eboaftis. inftitution 
2 kings xii. 9.) by wbatfoever thou tnigbteft 
(oth^rwife) be printed by me, be Jhall be 
freei and ye fuffer (or permit) him n$ 
m^e^o do aught for bis father or mother^ 
^p^Jkilfg the word of God of none effeB 
fbrough your traditions which ye have dili^ 
vereu: and many fucb^like things do ye. Let* 
H$ mc4ernize i\m—Mofes laid, that if at^: 
Tiian (fiS^K O) entices a virgin not betrothed^ 
Und lies with hcr^ he Jhall fur ely endow her 
to he, his wife. She Jhall be his wife ; becaufe. 
he hath humbled her^ he may not put her away 
alibis days. But ye fay, that if a man en-- 
tine a virgin^ &c. aod fay unto her — " I 
*f have not been Married by a priejl at 
V (hurcbp zcQovAing to a£i of parliaments^ 
*.* therefore I have no more to do with 
** the?' — he (hall h^free, aad ye JUf^ 
Jer him no more to do aught for ber% 
jjor permit her to claim him aa her 
l)^.{band. . .0 •.\. 

Again 
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Again> Mofe^ Cnd-^lf a man have two 
wves, the one beloved^, the other bated^ 
and they have borne himichildfen^ &c. then 
itjhall be\ ichen he maketb his fins to inhe- 
rit that which he hath^ he may not make 
the fin of the beloved firji-born^ before the 
fin of the hated ^ which is indeed the frft-' 
bom. But hijhall acknowledge the fin tf 
the hated for the firfl^bom^ by giving bm 
a double portiori of all that he hath; for he 
is the beginning ofhisfirength, and the right 
df the fiffi^borti is his: ' * But -yc fay, .mat^ 
if a mahjVhiving' a tbife^ ntarrieth another^, 
foch marriage is nuH "^siA void; that the* 
iffue is not inheritable,; but fhall ht'Bafi 
tardized.' ■ '' \\ 

Again, Mofes (zid—The *mah who' corn"' 
mitteth ddiiitery withdnStber mdnswife^ 
even- he that committeth adultery with his 
neighbour s ivifcy the adulterer and adtilte- 
refs Jhall fufely be but to dfdth. ' But^ ye; 
fay, that if a man hath two wives of 'W 
own, he fhaH be dccmeS a fehri^ ynd 
fuffer death as Juch-^v/hd(CQ,s if he r^/»- 
mitteth adultery with anbther marts wife,' 
be Jhall be free : — thus condemning thofe 
whom God acquits, and acquitting thofe 
whom God condemns, making the word of 
pOD of none effeSi, through your tra- 
ditions 
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s:u JUiirjered: and many 

- **• 

r J. jealous God ; that is 

. «. %idi refpedl to His laws, 

«:'.:ezi on the facred page, 

..r iztanifeiled throughout the 

s sidne revelatim. So thole 

^uk ^tiHss found it in the dreadful 

.^.tvu which He fent upon them. 

.nild not juftify themielves by 

^^.las to their traditions, nor repair 

«^ .uiK^nour which they had done 

^ .ii< divine law, by vacating its ob- 

^«dons in order to eflabtlifh their own 

^ mentions. However pious ov pure they 

litght feem in their own eyes^ or in, 

tic eyes of thofe who were deluded 

;iix> as high an efteem for human tra-^ 

,uion as they themfelves were, yet they 

"^cuiid to their coft— and fo will every 

^,-ii<*, fooner or later, who fets up human 

wUUom againft the wijdom g/' God, and 

human inventions againft the ordinances 

^/ Heaven^^ihsLt the wijdom of this world 

'is Joolijtonefs with God, (i Cor. i. 20.) 

and — that which is highly ejieemed among, 

men is abomination in the Jight of God. 

I. like xvi, 15. 

Happy thofe whofe paffions have fo 
Hale pt>\vcr over them, and thofe who 

have 
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liave £0 much power . oyer ^If ^>«OiiMus# 
as to fleer ^ dear of all difficulties* 
But this Ib not the > lot - of fdh Thf 
0po/lk, fpeaking on this fubj^ifi:^ i Cor. 
vii. 7. {Bys-^Evety man hath his frc^ 
per gift g/' God, one after this tnanni^^ 
and another after that. 'iSo TAx^ Divine 
Majlery fpeaking alfo on the gift pf 
jiKMitincBcy, faith— Matt« xix. i i ."^AU 
cannot receive (« %wpojwr^, do not receive) 
this faying {viz. it is not good to.mar*- 
ry, ver. 10.) fave they to whom it is 
ghen. The fcriptures ihew us, thiut 
no one, while in a body of Jin and 
deaths is out of the reach of temp- 
tation : therefore let him that is thinking 
to Jiand (0 1$kw igan^i) take heed i^ 
he fall. Y$t when perfons a» involve 
ed in difficulties, by means of any of 
the things heretofore difcourfed upon ; 
let them not confult with flefif and 
bloody and, by following vulgar errar^ 
under the influences oi fuperfiitioift and 
prejudice of education^ endeavour to right 
themfelves by wrong /methods, and be 
led, under a . notion of repentance^ to 
a<9: contrary to Gop*s wordj and to 
every principle of humanity, gratitude^ 
truth, benevolence, and eveo comcnon 
honefty^ by »bandppiftg_4Rd forfajkipg 

thofc 
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ihoTc who have a right to thtit ^A-^ 
TUHX, comfort^ and protection: — Let- 
them, under the guidance of real pra<^ 
dence and Jbund difcretion^ regulatd 
their outward condudt fo as to avoid 
all needlefs offence ; but let the inward 
conduct of the confcience be fubjed: 
mfy to the law of God. 

As to the worlds it loves its own 
(John XV. 19.) its own maxims, cuf- 
toms, and inventions, and, above all^ 
its own eafe, too well to give itfelf the 
trouble of enquiring into the founda- 
tion on which either what it believes 
or proftffes is built. The Fapiji jogs 
on with his Mafs^book — the I'urk with 
his Koran — the Perjian with his Zend-" 
avejla — the Gentoo with his Shajler^^ 
the Cbinefe with his Confucius — the 
En^lijhman with his Marriage^ ASl i and 
nothing is fo ill received — becaufe no- 
thing fo attacks the pride and expo- 
fcs the ignorance of one part of man- 
kind, and the knavery of another — a9 
the difcovery of the fuperftition, folly, 
and oppofition to God, which cleaves 
to worldly Jyfiemsf efpecially thofe of 
the religious kind. Still individuals may 
be profited, and thankful, to be fhewn, 
by fome diligent enquirer after truth, 

9 that. 
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that, in many things, perhaps the moft 
important, whereon the prdfervation of 
millions may depend, they have been 
taught to believe a fye^ and that while 
they have been following the (pinion 
of the world, even of what paiTes 
(like the Pbarifees) for the devout and 
pious part of it, they have been only 
foUowing a multitude to do evil. Exod. 
xxiii. 2« 



C H A P. 
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C H A P. X. 



Oj foT^LATios.^'^ompari/on laf fie 
Jewish Law witA Ours« 



WHEN we fearch the fcripture, 
and take an impartial view of the 
Jivine law, we muft acknowledge its 
harmony and conliftency, both with 
refpedt to itfelf, and all things which 
are the objedls of it. It perfedly agrees 
with its original defigns, the glory of 
God and the happinefs of his creatures. 
In no inftance doth this obfervation 
appear more true, than in that part of 
the facred code which is to regulate 
the commerce of the fexes. The brute 
part of this lower creation is reftrain- 
ed by a fort of pbjifical necejfity^ which 
is ufually called tnJiinSiy within due 
bounds ; fo that the feveral fpecies may 
h^ kept diftindt, and not create a mon- 
ijjroijs confufion from unnatural or im- 
2 proper 
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proper mixtures; and though, partly 
from the inventions and contrivances 
of men, contrary to the poiitivc lay/ 
of God— Lev. xix. 19*— animals, bbthi 
among beafts arid birds, Tiave been gene- 
rated, yet it can go no farther ; it is 
flopped in the firft inftance, and no 
muU * is known to cai'ry tHe confufion 
any farther than itfelf. 

With regard to.i'eafonable beings, it 
pleafed the Creator to enadt ai)d 
publiih written Lws^ the moral obliga- 
tion of which, was to cireumfcribe arid 
regulate their adlions. Whether . thefe 
wife Hatutes are departed from by thofe 
whofe infidelity and malicious contempt 
rejedt thenl utterly — or by thofe who^ 
under a miftaken notion of greater /«- 
rity and perfeSiion than they are fuppo- 
fed to prefcribe, make themfelves wifer 
apd holier than the divine Law-giver^--^ 
the efFedt will, be much the fame, as 

* I believe no inftance can be produced of the 
male and female mule propagating with eich other; 
As to what Buffariy or others, may have faid of 
the Jhe^mule^s bringing forth, I caftnot help enter-* 
taining ereat doubt of the truth of it, as well as 
of the he mule engendering with a mare ; as I ne- 
ver heard of fuch a thing being attefted, on the 
knowledge of any perfon whom I have yet met 
with. 

Vol. II. T to 
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to thfe gfaftd obj6(5fcs which thfcfe hkWi 
arc tb prdtnote. Thtefc are, i. 1f^ 
prop^^at/an of rii^nitind. i, l%c {n*^^^ 
tion of tonfufioiu ahdtv^rj rtr^ woYlt. 

The- ftril gerteni toftifhaiidment *Wi* 
^h fruitful and mltiph> and tefMfft 
the earth, Utti fubdikt tf. 'C^t^. tii'i 
which iaft words, tajccrt ih coft'ncdfiblf^ 
with the b9giniunFg t>f Ab Verl^ aht! 
t^ith wiiat follows, ckai^OToVi^^.'m^ 
thiK comriaahd was id^rcfledf' in iu jife 
jifecid imaniielr to tftfc hutttan^ fljttfcift^'* 
tbetL wliolly.fe the hm of theit jWf 
jsir^-^/. To fappofe that tvery H^'w-^ 
ven to mankind iaM^uifnt to thfe Sfl[ 
brdiliiiice, was calculated' to ftbttiolte \\] 
is certainly conronaht with, the hfghfett 
reafoilj, ahd accordingly we find this to 
have been the cafe^ CeKbacy was hatdr 
ly known among the 4nticnt y^w> they 
looked on it with abhorrence, attd coh- 
iSdefed it as a reproach; and we find; 
that their whole oeconomy^ with re- 
fpeiSt to marriage^ all tended to the ful« 
filment of that promife to jilnrabawh 
Gen. XV. 5. that hi% feed Jhould be as the 

* It is remarkable tbat this command was rer 

feate^ a fecond time^ to ^ji& \an4 bis fons^ with » 
lejjing alfb, on the renovation of the earth ^&SX 
the flood. Gen. ix. i, 7. 

prs 



Jiah bj^ hean)eh Jhr ihukiiude. MoJ^is^ 
Deut. i. Ip.-^cvefa at their arrival oii tJit 
bbtdws oi Cdnaany declares this' td bfc 
the cafe. Marriage was looked ti|tdti aS 
a facred duty, whofe tliief cnti\was jpo- 
piilation, and popiilatiort as the fidheff, 
ffrerrgth, and blfeffirt^ of the ftate. N6 
impediment^ or difiKfultres were^ theifie- 
fort, laid in its way^-^all projnifcd6iiS 
ihtcrGourfe of woiii^n with itiea,i whitrH 
monteftjnku juAl.y ftyles the iiand of dd- 
pulaiidil, pbfitively fdrbiddeii— tHfe Hd^ 
ftour of their wives, the chaftity cfftheit 
iikughters, wert feeured by tire 'wlfdft m- 
ftitutioii^ ; and thus tliie>^ becainer ^pu-^ 
lous, prbfperouS, and h&ppy. 

From this fqrae of things, !ct uS ad- 
vert to that Which is daily before lis, 
firtce ChrijHan chufchrtien hdve invented 
^\htT fchemes of /fiarriage, ^M Ch'ijlidh 
politicians have found out other maximi 
of population. What fwarms of unmar- 
ried people fill our capital and counties I 
fbine throtigh capfice and toluptuot^f* 
ncfs, others through mifcry ^xA ia«. 
digeitcei-^Cduld* weform a juft caltuk-i' 
tion of the marriagedbk of both fexes^ 
who h&ve no thought of altering their 
cwditiofiy and of tliofe mtiititudes who 
\v^ 4nd die ih ceHbdcy, Svtllltjftlldi^cfrthe 
T a true 
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true reafon why out feets want failorsy 
our armies men — why we fo fenfibly 
feel the emigrations of people to our 
colonies abroad — why we complain of 
fcarcity of people, and fee io maay 
thoufands of acres lie uncultivated and 
uninhabited— and why we are forced to 
have recourfe to foreign auxiliaries in our 
days of common danger. The reafon of 
all this is^ we have not people enougki 
the caufe of which is, that the whole 
fyftem of our laws is inimical to popu-- 
lation ; whereas the divine law — which 
we have baniflied, as not pure and bofy 
enough for Chrijlians^ but which was 
fufficiently fo under God's own im* 
mediate government of His own people'-^ 
has every ingredient in it, which, were 
it fufficiently underftood and attended to, 
would remedy all the evils. we complain 
of. There * luxury is forbidden, de-r 

bauchery, 

•. Mr. Coxe^ Sketches of Switzerland^ p. 311. ob- 
feives, that Laufanne^ and the v/hoXtPais de Vaud^ is 
much lefs peopled than in the lajl century : This 
depopulation, fays he, *^ is owing to the encreafe 
*' of luxury, which prevents the gentry from eo- 
*' tering into matrimonial engagements fo gcae- 
*^ rally as they were heretofore accuftomed." 

We may certainly, in a great meafure, apply 
this obfervation te our own country, and Iook 

upon 
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' bauchery, and all enticements to it, arc 
profcribed, under the fevereft penalties. 
No publications of banns, inconvenient 
terms of refidence, expenfive licences^ 
nor human ceremonies, were then invent-p 
cd, as conftituting the marriage in God's 
fight ; all ftood on the fimplicity of the 
divine inftitution : the confent of the 
parties formed the contrad, the union 
of their perfons completed it, and God's 
blefling crowned the whole. The de- 
mands for women in marriage were too 
great, and the punifliment of forbidden 
Jewdnefs too fevere, to leave a portion 
for the purpofes of profligacy and profti- 
tution : whereas, with us, I quefHon 
whether the numbers of married women 
are greatly beyond thofe of harlots and 
frojiitutes^ at leaft in many parts of the 
kingdom; however this may be, the 
married bear no fort of proportion * t^ 
the unmarried. 

Imuft 

upon luxury^ for the fame reafon, as one caufe of our 
depopulation : but more efpecially when we cannot 
confine its mifchiefs to one part of ttie people, but 
. muft confider it as pervading the whole mafs^ from 
the higheji to the loweft orders of men. 

* for the proportions which marriages bear tp 

births, and births to burials, in feveral parts of 

Europe^ Mr. Derham has given us a curious table ; 

fr^m which it appears, that marriages^ one with 

T 3 another, 
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. I muft confefs cayfclf tp hav? ^u,t liti\c 
gciiius for the fciencf^ fif calpujafijon | but 
perhaps Demoivrc hirnfelf would x\Q^ fipd 
fruit with my fuppofiijg, th^t to ftYf«7 
marriage we may allot, on aij avfr^p^j 
four cbifdren. Let us fay, th^t zo^oos^f 
females are, in the fp»ce pf feyep yew^«, 
irendcred ^/jrr^« hy projittftm^ whojj^9ftW 
othcrwife, under the fpbriety of m^^fkr 
mony, have produced /qu^ cM^^^» ^ci>^ 
Here is a defalcation of So^qqo pefx^lp 
from the community. To ^efe 1^ 12^ aMJ4 
jQQjQoo more, who, from various ea»i^.i|t 
^nknown to the J^wifif polity, ih VHz 
mayrkd^ and who might otherwife h%vp 
produced four children e^h. Her^ I9 % 

another, do eaci^ produce 2\}0\xt Jour births^ bolll 
ii> England and other p^rts of Europe. And hy 
lyir. King*s computation, about one in an hundred 
fnd four perhns marty I the number of people in 
England being eftimated dttjive millions and an ha^^ 
whereof forty-one thou/and annually m^rry. 3^f 
(Ibamb^rs^ tit. Marriage. 

♦ In this calculation I include the whole of Great 
Britain : were it to be extended to Ireland^ and to 
the reft of the Britijk dominions, it inuft be vefj 
ihort of the truth. 

t Among others, the unlimited power of the meii 
to feduge and abandon women at their pleafur&«» 
which muft promote celibacy in the men, and of 
courfe leave an amazing number of females unfoli- 
cited in marriage. 

fubtra£lioi^ 
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f«l?trj>(l!^ion of 400,000 more. Th^f^ 
t^k^ (Qgether 480,000* Let u9 fifppo^ 
iiU this to hjtppen in every Jivm yww, 
^H^P t}^^ average of oor loCs^ in evei^y ipac^ 
Sif/'z^/y-d?^^ years, will \)c i,^q,qq/^ 
£}e4i^ for cafualties of vanous kinds 
happepipg to the cluldreq, (^sh? tbird^^ 
9^4; tWe wUl remain a 1q& of 480^009 
p^pl^^ to the couunumty in t;hat fpace gf 
fipne, L^t us carry on this calculatiqii 
jfor but ^^ century^y and the loA; wUl^ in 
ih^t tiu>e> amount to 21400,000 at>d up-» 
wafds^ This fmall iniperfi^ &:etch wil} 
itxy^ to fl>ew why the Jews were,^ in th^ 
Ipace of about * 2 1 5 years, that is to faji 
from yacQh'% coming into j/Sigyft witl^ 
J^eve»ty fouls, to the Ifraelifes arrival oij 

.*■ T\ic f^ourning o( the chUdren of I/rael^ whq 
dwelt in ^gfpty is faid (Exod, xii. 4pi) to be 43^ 
j»orj, bttt this does not mean that they Were fo long i)l 
JSgypt^fbt they were ftrangtr^ in a hmd that was mf 
tjlfeirs (fee Gen. xv. 13.} partly in Can^^Hy partly ii| 
Mppt (fee Exod. vi. 4.) — It is to be noted, th^t 
from the birth of Ifaa£^ When the 4x^0 years men- 
tinned i|i Gen. xv. 13. began, to their (klivenmc^ 
^9t ^ Mgypty was juft 405 yeaors^ j[ if we ndd t^ th^ 
the ^5j years from Ahraham*s coining in|9 Cgiiqan tq 
the birth of IJaac^ the total is 430 years, 't'his, di- 
rided into eqaal parts, makes 215 years in Cdman^ 
and 215 years after they went into /Egypt. — This is 
the €<3t9)putation of t^e anti^nts^ as well a^ of the 
l^ter writers. See Patrick on Gen. xy. 13^ 

T 4 the 
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the borders of Canaan, increafed as the 
pars in heaven for multiiude^-^zxiA why we 
are complaining for want of people. It is 
true, that the increafe of the Jews, which^ 
even under the difadvantages of the 
Mgyptian bondage, was fo prodigious as 
to alarm the government, ^Exod. i. 9, 1 2,) 
was by a fpecial bleffing from Heaven, in 
fulfilment of that promife to Abram^ 
Gen. XV. 5 ; but then the means by which 
this was effedled, was their having a law, 
which refpefled the great firji command of 
the Creator— was favourable to mar- 
riage, and of courfe to population. Though 
this law was not reduced to writing till 
after the Exodus, yet enough of it was 
known by tradition, to check adultery, 
ivhoredom, and all deftrudtive intercourfe 
of the fexes, and thus to promote the in- 
terefts oi population. They did not hang 
people for '\ polygamy, but honoured mar- 
riage in all, where God had not forbidden 
it. The permanency and unchangeable- 
nefs of their law, accounts for the perma- 
nency and unchangeablenefs of its efiedl; 
the populoufnefs of the Jewijh nation, is 
at this hour incredible; if all that ar^ 

t In antient times celibacy was rare, polygamy al- 
moft univerfal, Jews letters to Voltaire. 

difperfcd 
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jdifpcrfed throughout the globe were ga^ 
thered together, I douJ)t whether they 
would not appear to be as * numerotis as 
at any period of their moft profjperous 
cftate. 

As for the Chriftians^ they fat out on 
a plan oppofite -f* to all this ; they began 

very 

* The Italian rabbi, Simon Luzatiir, reckoned 
up 90,000 Jews at Salonica and ConftantinopUj and 
more than a million of them in the Turkijh domini- 
ons. When we confidcr that there is no part of the 
world where y^u/x are not found, we may well fuppofe 
their numbers to be immenfe. Vide Jews letters to 
Voltaire^ voU ii» 173—176. 

t " Conjiantine^ the nrft Emperor under whom 
•* the ftate forfook the gods of their forefathers, and 
•* became Chrijiian^ together with this alteration, 
f * abrogated thofe antient Roman laws, Julia znd Pa» 
** pia, wherein the dejire of women and married life 
** were fomuch privileged and encouraged, zxA Jingle 
** and unmarried life difadvantaged. Hear it m the 
*' vrords of Sozomen, lib. i. chap. g. Hijl. EccL^^ 
** There wasj faith he, an antient law among the 
^* Romans, forbidding thofe ^ who after 25 years old 
*' were unmarried^ to enjoy the like privileges with 
*' married ones ; and beftdes many other things ^ that 
** they Jhould have no benefit by tejiaments and legacies^ 
*' unlefs they were next of kindred : and thofe who 
** had no children^ to have half their goods confifcated. 
** Wherefore t he Emperok^ feeing tho/ewhofortjOD^% 
** fake were addi£led to chaftity and virginity,'/^ be^ 
*^ for this caufsy in a worfe condition ; he accounted it 
** a folly for men to go about to increafe their kind 
*' with fuch carefulnefs and diligence, when as 

** nature. 
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very early to reprefent celikaxy as moft 
plc^fiog to Qop, condemned marrwge^ 
Qf CQurfe execrated all ^r^^W marriages, 

found 

*' najiurij according to pivim mofUrathotiy cpniin^dlly 
•• nceivis as well gimmurion as increafe. 

•* Thertfor^ be-puilMsd a law^^titf/, bfftb thoji 
** who lived a fin|ie life, and thofe who had no chil- 
•' dren, Jbould enjoy like privileges with others : yea^ 
^^ be ena^edthat tl^ofe who lived in chaftity and vir- 
<* ginity, Jhotdd be privileged above them-y enabling 
•* JoibJixeSf thfjugk under year$j to make teftamenfs^ 
V cmtrwry to the accujiomed polity of the Komans. 
*^ yJiV ^Iteration of the Roman law by Conft^^itlne^ 
** EysE»ius alfo vjitnefethy lib. iv. chap. 26. de 
*^ vita Conflantini ; arid again, chap. 28. where he 
** faith, that above ally he honoured tnojl thofe that 
^* bad confecrated their lives to divine philofophy — 
'* he means a monaftical life — and therefore he almoji 
•* eidored the mojl holy company of perpetual vir- 

^* GINS. 

*^ That which the fathers had thus cnjuaed, the 
^* fons alfo feconded, and fome of the fol lowing 
•• Emperors^ by newedifts, *till there was np relique 
** left of thofe antient privileges, v/hercwith married 
•* men had been refpefted ; which Procopius faith 
** (how rightly I examine not) was the caufe of the 
^* ruin of that ^jw^iW, which was fo much enfeebled 
** and weakened, that it was not able to match the 
*' numerous armies of the barbarous nations, 

** This was the firft ftep" (he muft mean iyjpubr 
tic authority of government) ^* of the ^ifregard of 
•* marriage^ and the dej^e of wiving \ which was 
^* not an abfolute prohibition, but a difcourage- 
*• ment. No fooner had the Roman bifhop and his 
*• clergy got the power into their hands, but it grew 
•* to an abfolute prohibition, not for monks only, 

*«but 
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fpimd out fchemeg qf b^linefs by whlcii 
millions pf ixiea ^nd women liaye btecn 
loft tp the world, and hel4 forth the gol^ 
pel as inin^ical to the firft great pom- 
mandineftt r^urity was to be found in 
^eUhacy^ which they mjfcalled cba/lity^ and 
defilement * in marFJage^ which they reck* 
oned *' too carnal for the Cbrijiian difpen- 
*' fajign/' The conceits of enthufiafts, 
the dreams pf mionks, the fophiftry of 
ighooJnieD, we^-e enjifted arainft the or- 
dinance of Heaven, 'till the church of 
flom roade it the pbjeft of its fyranny^f 

and 

f^ but for the whole clergy : which was the higheft 
<^ difrefped that could be, to that which God bad 
f^ m^de bmwraUe amng aii mm''' Mi^P^'s iV^rir, 
jp. 672. 

Nobis Gf monachis (faith Chryjojiome^ who was 
made Bijhot of Conftantinople anno 398.) ^mnui 
mandata Ugts funt commtmi^y *xhn» ra y<kyi^** ^^ SkXi 
^* the commandments of God's law are common to 
^* us with monks, befides marriage." Wherefore 
in the council of Chalcedon is an exprefs canon^^ 
c. 16. — Ut nee Deo dicafa virgo nee monachus nu-^ 
hant. — ** That no nun nor monk fhould marry.*' 
See Mede^ p« 683. 

Such were they&/«fj of Antichriji f 

* Epiphaniusj a writer of the fourth century, 
mentions a fet of early heretics called Severians^ 
who were fp pious as to affirm, that, ** woman was 
*' the work of Saic^n^ and that marriage was diabo-- 
^Uicai:' 

f Witnefs Pope Innocent the Thirds throwing it 
lat^ the hands of Ecclefiaftica, and eflablifhtng c6« 

remoniesy 
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and ambition f Proteftants a creature % of 
tbejiate^ and the great Author of our re- 
ligion is called in, as an abettor of their 
monftrous oppofition to the divine law.— 
They have changed His truth into a lye, 
and have fet Hioi at the head of their § 
rebellion againft the A^^ commandment ono,^ 
delivered to His people. 

Our laws may truly fay of />5^^felves, 
as we may fay of ^«rfelves — Mutamur in 
ioras.^^As to thofe which relate to mar- 
riage, they have gradually changed from 
bad to worfe, 'till, at laft, thp marriage^ 
aB has left little room for any farther 
mutability of tliis fort* The letters of 
Certain Jews to Mr. de Voltaire^ contain 
many ftriking obfervations on thefe fub- 
jefts, and account for the profligacy of 
Chrijiian governments, with regard to 
women, on principles too found and true 

to 

rcmonics, without which the contrail has long been 
deemed null and void. Witncfs alfo the prohibiting 
marriage to the clergy. 

X Witncfs the ftat. 26 Geo. II. for preventing 
el&ndefline marriages. 

§ Witnefs making ^^/i^^^wiy a capital felony— cit- 
ing Christ's authority for calling it adultery ^AQtm- 
ing all polygamous contrails null and void — and baf^ 
tardizin^ the iiTue, contrary to Dcut. xxi. 15 — 17. 

We lind the antient legiflators and politi- 
cians of Greece and Italy well apprized of what 

Mofis 



to admit of any fair contradi£lion. Some 
of the above obfervations are extra£t^ 
from them; and whoever reads thofe ex- 
cellent pieces of the learned * Jews^ will 
get much entertainment ana inftruc- 
tion for his pains \ and will find, that 
wifdom and decency breathed from . the 
fpirit of the laws of Ifrael, as much as 
JhJly and libertinifm are derived from that 
fyftem which we have eftablifhed in ks 
ftead. In p. 47, vol. ii, where a com- 
parifon is made between the civil laws of 
the Jews, and thofe of other nations ^ 
what cutting refledtions doth the truth 
compel the learned writers to caft on the 
latter! Anlong others is the foUowihgr^-^ 

Mofes haS'Uwglit us — that the numbers of thepcx^- 
ple are the riches of the ftate. Therefore every diffi- 
culty laid in the way of marriage is, evjen in .a po- 
litical view, abfurd ; but how much more abfurd in 
a maritime and commercial ijland^ whofe opulence 
and greatnefs is the conflant objedt of envy to its 
powerful and ambitious enemies, who have long 
meditated its deftru£i:ioii ! How, humanly fpeak- 
ing, can this be avoided, unlefs, by encouraging 
marriage, we promote population, and thus are en- 
abled to recruit our armies, and man our fleets^ 
without ftripping the country of its hufiandmeui, 
manufaSiutersy &c. ? Our dependence on foreign 
mercenaries is precarious, and may be dangerous. 

* I fpealc of them according to the title, but they 
are faid not to be written by Jews^ but by M. Guenni^ 
a learned Frenchman. 

3 vol. ii. 
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vol* 11. p. 53.—^^ t Oar tbde fays, ^hefe 
*^ Jhatl be no whore of the daughters of 
*• ^4^/— all your titles art full 6f themf 
'^* and if we are 16 believe vbur Wife men, 
^* there ought lo be public endowments 
" for thena, and their callifig o\ight to 
^ bfe held hohourablfe." It is true, this 
is immediately addreiJed to a Frenchman \ 
but if a total ftranger was to vifit both 
ihefe 'Ctrijiian countries, I believe he 
Would, from the manners of the inhabi- 

t I irefer to the Englrfli tranflatioh of /)r. LefinU^ 
lodnvo, Dublm> 1777. The editor of thcfemaft^riy 
performances is fo candid a8 to own, that the word 
here rendered whore^ is nttnp — which properly fig- 
nifies 2ipro/Hiuu^ or a woman fet apart for fro/iitw 
tiofii in honour of the idols of the heathen. To the 
flianne of human nature be it (]>oken, there were 
fr^/iitittes of both fexes ) which may fefve to explain 
Deut. xxiii. 17* throughout. However, thefe wo»- 
«ien followed alfo the trade of bfirktSj wore a parti- 
cular drefs, and feated tbemfelvcs in the highways 
and other places of p^iblic rcfort, to invite the pafleis 
by. See Gen. xxxviri. 14, the hiftory of TamoTy 
who difguifed herfelf fo as (ver. 15.) t^be t^ken fbr 
n^^^aft harlat^ whofe tr^e it was to expofe her- 
felf for hire (ver. 16, 17, 18. )'^^^ ^«r. 21. Ihe i^ 
called 7V£np — a eonficrated pro^ifute^^vrti'ich prov^ 
what is above aflbrted, that thefe women followed 
the trade of proltitution in both fences. Thefe weit 
heathm women, and therefore catW in the book c^f 
PitovcRBS, ftrangers. S^e chap. ii. 16. v. 20* vii. 5* 
No daughter of ffr'Hel could be cither nttHp or rOTt 
on pain of death. 

tants^ 
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tants, be pjtetty much at a- Idft ' toYtd^ 
^^ethet FHmcre or En^atdthdA ^{^{j$ 
fuc'h a ftittim^t, irrd, df ciViiffe^ to wMthf 
of /)&^ y^i9,it might, with xht greaitflf 
jtiftice^ be attributed. . 
' A^ to the* fetond pdmt, tbre prevtrtt5c>B( 
oF idQnfi^bfU ai>cl every w// ^<Wit. This 
was fcculred 6n the womfaii's part by tiJd 
fevere laws ^g^vi^ aduHett^x^^^ndh^ 
and on the inen^s patt ilfo by the ;»5>*<lf 
impbffibility they wer^ tindet, to fbri^d 
and abandbn the iiirgiAs which they hadf 
once been tonne&ed'wifb^ &nti thtis to eX* 
pqfe them to the danger aftd tcmptatitid 
6f thofe dreadfdl vioktions of the divifte 
law; therefore the prohibition was wifHy 
extended to all hien alike without txctp^ 
tion. !' will not repeat here what.hai: 
been fo largely, before/treated; but only 
obfervie, that the bamlhnient of this law; 
has provied tlife bariifliitient 'of decency and 
good brddi"; to ^ alatmiti^ degree, frotn 
among us, iaiid has plunged millions ihtcr 
irrecoverabTe ruin, who, hsd they livttl 
uftder the ;»&r jAVv of the divine lanPf Iwcl 
httii tndtliirs of children, inftead of /rgjtt 
titutes in the ftreets. 

To iay that our blejhd Saviour Came ta 
reftore the inftitution of marriage ta its 
primitive obligation, is as true as that 

He 
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He bore His teftimony, on the footing 
o( that inftitution, againfl all unlawful 
divorce: as true as, that by citing the 
very words of mion, which were pro- 
nounced at the beginnings He fliewed what 
was the mind of God as to the indiflblu- 
bility of the contract. But where does 
He authorize the man who has taken a 
virgin to put her away ? Where does He 
deny^ what the very fcriptures which He 
cites affirm^ that the hting Joined^ to her, 
makes her the man's wife ? Where does 
He deny the truth of the Hebrew fcrip- 
ture, by affirming^ that if a man takes two 
women together^ they are not equally his 
wives? — See Deut. xxi. 15. i Sam, i. 2. 
XXV, 43. Where doth He bajiardize the 
ijfue — or confign either of the women to 
dereliftion and ruin, by declaring the 
latter marriage null and void? and yet we 
plead His facred authority for all this, as 
confidently as the church of Rome plczds it 
in defence of their perfecutions of Pro-* 
teJlantSj becaufe our Lord once faid— 
compel them to come in — with relation to 
the call of the Gentiles into the Chrijlian 

.♦ Compare pn— Gen. ii. 24; Tp9a-*oAAiiflm7rfi, 
Matt. xix. 5; *bAA«>>erof, i Cor. vi. 16 j and fee 
before, p. 144. note. 

church. 



cl^w-ch. Such notions may ,pa.fs .with,, 
people who look no deeper than popular 
opinion for the foundation 9? ,yvliat they 
believe ; but how it is poffible they fhould 
pafswith thinking men, vAiO Jearch the 
fcriptures, is only to be accounted for on 
the icoit^oi prejudice. Wjdere this can* 
be ^ot rid of, they furely muft appear, 
lyes—'* grofs and palpable as the father 
*' that biegatthera.'* Jphn viiL 44, 

That the populoiifnefs of the Jewijh 
nation proceeded merely or wholly from 
the praSice of polygamy^ as contradiftin-.. 
guifhcd from monogamyy I do not fup- 
pofe; bccaufe the fame number of women 
married each to a different man, is a$ 
likely to produce as many children as if 
married all to one man, perhaps w^r^* 
but the fcandal of celibacy^ the efteem* 
ing marriage as a f acred duty 9 and a. 
number of children a blejjing from the 
Lord (fee Pf. cxxvii, 5, and Pf. cxxviii. 
throughout) occafioned their eagernefs 
after the marriage-ftate : add to this, the 
promife -f- of the Mejiah, of whom each 

woman 

t This incentive to marriage, it Is allowed, can- 
not now fubfift among us. But ftill it muft be true, 
that all incentives to marriage, be they what they 
ipay, muft tend to encreafe t*he niitnhtr of married 

■Vol. II. U ' womeny 
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vroman was led to hope fhe might be the 
happy mother. This accounts for the 
behaviour of certain women, whofe de^* 
fires after children feem very extraordi- 
nary. See Gen. XXX. i, 15, 16. Judges 
xi. 37, 38. I Sam. i. u. Barrennefs 
was a reproach, probably from the fame 
caufe, and therefore the removal of it was 
looked upon as a fpecial blefling. Gen. 
XXX. 23. I Sam. i. 27, andii. i, 5. The 
authors of the Antient Univ. Hift. vol. 
iii. p. 139, obferve, that—** though the 
** Mofaic law doth no where oblige men 
•* to marry, yet the Jews have always 
** looked upon it as an indifpenfible duty, 
** implied m the words — Be fruitful and 
** multiply, Gtn. i. 28. ix. i. So that a 
** man who did not marry before he was 
*^ twenty years of age, was counted ac- 
** ceflary to any irregularity which the 
** young women might be tempted to for 
** want of being timely married. They 
** had a proverb in the Talmud — Who is 
** be that proftitutes his daughter, but he 
** who keeps her too long unmarried, or 
** gives her to an old man'? For this rea- 

iuommy and of courfe population. For this reafon 
polygamy muft contribute to population^ as increafing 
the number of marmd women. See before vol. i^ 
p. 100* n. 

** fon 
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** ibh they ufed to marry iKem is fbdH 
•* as they came of age, which> with 
** them, was 2t* twelve" The popu« 
loufnefs of the Jewt/h nation, therefore, 
moft evidently arofe from the unroerfalit^ 
ef marriage f whether monogamous or pofy^ 
gamous: fo that there was not to be founds 
as among us^ thoufands of young mar- 
riageable women devoted to barretmefs fof 
Want oibvjbandsy or configned to infcrti* 
lity by the mifchiefs oi profittution. 

As long as we hold it good philtfafiy to 
fay, that " the fame caufe will produce the 
^* fame effedts*' — fo long will it be true> 
that the reafon of the populoufnefs of the 
yewi/h nation wais owing to the wifdom o^ 
their laws which concerned the commerci 
^thefexeSi and that our want tf people is 
owing to our difcarding the fyftem oi 
government which the yeiii>s lived undef 

♦ Howevejr matters ftood before with us* it is very 
tiear, that, flnce the marriagf-aSf^ the parties are nei<* 
ther of them fuijurh^ as to the difpofal of themfelves 
in marriage, till the age of 21 years ; which, with 
regard to young men particularly, is often attended 
with bad confequences, fuch as laying them Under 
temptations to a^s^ And (o to habits of profligacy, 
which in fome end in ruin^ in othefs in a fettled 
and fixed difliks tg the ibber duties of a married life ^ 
and thus many young men oiraHk ^nd /oriufuatvet 
many at alK It i», I am afrftid, too- true, that 
this is daily incrtafing among u^. 
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in thcfe rcfpcds, and eflablifliing anothtft 
in its place, big with every inconvenience, 
which that was fo exaftly calculated to 
prevent. 

We arc fo overwhelmed with luxury^ fo 
funk in dtfjipation^ that the expencc of a 
family is looked upon, as it certainly is, 
under- fuch circumftances, an intolerable 
burden. The bringing up and main^ 
tenancc of children is dreaded even 
by the opulent, becaufe the enormou$ 
cxpence they are at upon their plea- 
fures, reduces them to a level with 
the poorer fort. This is no uncommon 
reafon* for celibacy. Among the y^wj-; 
the frugality and induftry of individuals 
left no room for fuch an excufe. Their 
very women contributed to provide for 
the -f children which they brought, and 
ate not the bread of idlenefs. See a beau- 
tiful account of this, Prov. xxxi. lo, &c. 
Whereas, among us, it is no very uncom- 
mon thing to hear a perfon fay — •* Jt 

" won't 

♦ See before p. 276. 

t Which children, as foon as able, contributed 
to the riches of the family by their laljour, and in 
this fenfc they were a hUjJing inftead of a burden* 
^ce Ant. Univ. Hift. vol. iii. p. 186. note B. The 
y^tt/j permitted no dronei in their hive. Their maxim 
was — ^^hi that will not worJt, lei him not eaf*-^ 

Ci^mp. 
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** won't marry ^ becaufe I can't afford it/'; 
Every man may afford to marry j who iS; 
fober and induftrious, but certainly none 
can who are idle and profligate. 
• The Jewijh law alfo, by its feverity • 
2ig^m{i adultery 9 inflifting certain death, 
on the adulterer and adulterefs^ fo checked 
the evil, that married men had little tO; 
fear on thit account ; whereas, among 
us, our laws, having inflidted no punifli-> 
ment on adulterers zs public offenders y leave 
the punifliment of it to what Judge Black^ 
fiorie well calls, " the feeble coercion of 
** the ecclefiaftical courts," which is 
about as well calculated to reftrain. it, aS; 
the ftrehgth of a pigmy would be to' repel 

Comp. Prov. xix. 15. and 2 Theff. iii. 10- — whereas 
with us, an increafe of children is too often an in-, 
creafe of idlenefs and extravagance. Witnefs the 
crowds of, what we call, the higher fort of people^ 
who fill our numerous places of public diverfion, 
gaming'houfesyhc. the bankruptcies zmong owrtradef* 
metiy and the (hoals of thieves^ vagrants^ beggars,^ 
i'c, among the lower orders of men. 

It is a remarkabje thing, that among other in- 
gredients of ruin to the apoftate Jews^idlenefs-^ 
abundance of idlenefs ^ was one. Ezek. xvi. 49. We 
dojiotfind that Gqjd changed His law, becaufe 
they had departed from their obfe^vance of it 5 but 
maintained, its holinefs and unchangeablencfs, in 
the fearful punifliments He fent upon them for their 
diiTolutenefs and difobedience, 

■' ■■ ■ "• U-'7 •- ■ •■ the 



thd force of a ^iant ; and even this^ fuck 
as it is, is within the reach * of money 
to buy off. SecTi BurUf EccL Law, quarto^ 
p. 663. Hence it is, that this giant^vice^ 
with inch large ftrides, marches through 
our land, and may probably be tbo 
means of terrifying not a few from mar* 

rying. 

Having elfcwhcre obferved the wifdoni 
of the divine laws for the prevention and 
punilhment of wJboredomy I will here fay 
once more, that our banifhment of theni 
from our fyftem of government, is ana* 
ther reafon of the alarming frequency of 
celibacy among us. 

As for polygamy^ it certainly was al^ 
lowed, as much as marriage -f* itfelf wasj 
to fay the contrary, is to deny the whole 
teftimony of the Hebrevf fcripturc; — but 

this 

♦ About the year 17155, the Bijbop of Chefter aci 
tually cited his comnniigaryt into the Jrdhijhop^^ 
court at Yorkj to exhibit ah account of the money 
received for commutations. Oughtm fays, that 
^^ commutation-money is to be given to the poor,! 
*' or applied to other pious ufes, z% the difcretion 
<« of the Judge.'* See Burn. Eccl. Law. ix. Pg-, 
nance. Alfo poft, Append, to this Chapter. 

t For which plain and evident reaibn, it may be 
concluded, that the feverai attacks on marriage^ 
which the QhriJiiaHs have made from time to timet 
mider notions of greater purity and boUnefs^ are 

wWly 
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this was not that wild, licentious^ wicked 
practice of it, which is now maintaine4 
« the expence not only of decency, but 
even of humanity itfelf, among the Afo- 
jbomefans; but a holy and fober ufe of 
marriage, circumfcribcd by holy laws 
and inftitutions, in a/i cafes permitted, 
in fome commanded. And what was the 
confequence to the ftate ? A numerous 
iflue, which contributed to its riches 
a,nd ftrength — the demand for women in 
marriage increafed, and few were left 
cither to be a burden or a difgrace to it* 
But is this fo with us? Our making 

wholly unjttftifiahlej becaufe i0tW4irranUd by the 
fcriptures. God forbad marriage under certain 
circjumftances, but in no one precept or example 
did he 'fxo\i\\yit polygamy^ where marriage itfelf was al- 
lowed* Wherefore^ I own, I cannot in the leaft doubt, 
that the flat, of i Jac. chap. 1 1. which forbids fth' 
lygamy un.der pain of deaths is juft as oppoAte to the 
divine law, as the flat, of Hen. VIIL which hangs 
a prieft for marrying me wife^ as well a$ the man 
who fhould aflert it lawful in the fight of God, for 
a prteft to marry at all. There was a tvct^ when it 
would have given great offence to have found fault 
with this law of Hen. VIII. juft as much as to ai*? 
raign the propriety of that of \ Jac. may give now\^^ 
but this proves no more than that both are equally 
abfurd— that fuperftition is always the fame — and 
that men are apt to take their ideas of religious 
truths, more from cuftom, and vulgar opinion, than 
from the word ^i Gop. 
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'few, till they rr r;ardccl the divine law as 
little as we do — thou Hinds of women 
ibr the purpofes oi frojiitution and de- 
'ftruftion, by making it impoflible for 
their feduccrs to do ihem thr.t juftice, 
which reafon^ nature^ and the divine law, 
intitle them to demand. This may be 
reckoned alfo among the caufes of our 
want of people ; for I believe it would 
not be very hard to prove, that almoft 
every woman, who is driven into common 
proftitution, is a lofs of one breeding-wo^ 

Thefe, and other drcaJful appendages oF making 
ourfcivct more wift^ p^^fy ^"d holy^ than the God 
who inowtih wlureo^ m tin made^ arc the confe- 
quences of an indiicriminatc and total prohibition 
of polygamy ^fo that, whatever we may have gained 
in point of cafual, private, or domeftic convenience in 
«jt# refpeit, wc arc lofcrs in point of public, as well 
as private mifchicfs, in ten thoufand! 

If we advert to the fcripture, we (hall not find a 
fingle inftance of thefc things among the antienc 
ync^j — their law was fo framed as to prevent them. 
—If we attend to the daily evidence of our own 
ryes and ears, they are frequently happening 
among us, bcc.iufe 9ur laws are fo framed as to be 
the $€€sfi9MS of them— and perhaps no one part of 
o\xx fyftem is chargeable with n)orc of them, than 
our Janguinary prohibition of polygamy, x Jac. 

C. II. 

To lay a foundation for all this mifchief, by 
chargine Him, who came not to dejlroy menU lives^ 
M to Jove them^ with repealing^ the divim law 
which was made to prevent it, is an impious and 
infamous flander, and its wearing the guile of /«- 
fsty and pi0y makes it fo much the worfei 

10 ' man 
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tMM to the public. Pbyfical reafons may 
be given for this^ which I do not chufe 
to difcufsy but which the learned uni-* 
formly agree in> and which experience 
demonfbates to be generally true. 

I would therefore conclude upon thQ 
whok — that all refbraints and impedi- 
ments with regard to marriage, are 
equally inimical to nature^ reafon^ and 
fcripture — to found policy and good go- 
vernment, as well as to that which is 
the ftrength, riches, and fafcty of all 
governments — an increase of the peo- 
ple. — Thefe are like arrows in the ban4 
&f a mighty man. — Happy we, had we 
our quiver fuJl of them ! we Jhould not' be 
afhamed to /peak with our enemies in the gate ^ 
Pf. cxxvii. 4, 5. 

As a proper ponclufion of this chapter^ 
let the following contrafi^ between the 
divine fyfiem and our Jyftem of human in^ 
vention^ ftand before us — let it bear its 
own teftimpny, as to the advantages and 
difadvantages of the change which has 
taken place, and as it may ferve to in- 
troduce a parallel between us and thq 
yews^ when they left the plain and fim-j 
pie road of duty which their law pre^ 
fcribedy and followed their own imaginan 
turns and inventions. 

CON-. 
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CONTRAST. 

Divine System- Ovk Human Stste)^ 

Male and femak 
created he them. Geo. 
i. 27. 

And God bleffed 
tbem^^^^and Goi>faid 
unto them — Be fruits 
fid and multtpfy^ and 
replenijb the earth. 
vcr. 28. ch.ix. i^j. 

And the rib which 
the Lord God had 
takenfrom man^ made 
He a woman f and 
brought her unto the 
man. 

And Adamfaid-^ 
^his is flow bone ef 
my bone^ andfiejh of 
my flejh, Jhe Jhall be 
caikd woman becaufe 
Jhe was taken out of 
man^ 



To fay nothing of 
the Popijh fchcmes 
of cehbacy^ whicli 
have been fet up a* 
gainft the conimand 
of God — let us lode 
nearer home, and 
confider the num«* 
hers of unmarried 
people amone us-r* 
one reafon ofwhich 
is, t\it faciKty oije-^ 
duSlion^ znddereJic^ 
tion, as well as the 
dificulties laid in the 
way of marriage^ 
for all marriageshnd 
and folenmized con«* 
trary to 26 Geo. IL 
c. 33. fhallbe** ut- 
•* terly void, to aU 
intents and piir* 
pofes whatfoe^ 



44 



therefore 



ver. 



And 
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Hberefore Jhall a 
man leave bis father 
and mother f and Jhall 
cleave pin — be joined^ 
unto his wife-^and 
they Jhall be onejlejh. 
Gen, ii. 22 — 24. 



If a man entice a 
maid that is not be-- 
trothedy and lie with 
her — he Jhall furely 
endow her to be his 
wife. Exod, xxii. 1 6 . 

If a man Jind a 
damfel that is a vir- 
giny which is not be- 
trothedy and lay hold 
en her and lie with 
her, and they be 

found— SUE SHALL 
BE HIS WIFE, BE- 
CAUSE HE HATH 
HUMBLED HER, HE 
MAYNOTPUT HER 
AWAY ALL HIS 

DAYS. Deut, xxii* 

28. 29. 

He 



And no fuit (hall 
be had in any ecclef" 
ajiical court yX.0 com- 
pel the celebration 
of any marriage, 
by reafon of any, 
contrast wbatfoever^ 
any law or ufage 
to the contrary not*- . 
withftanding. 
Therefore — 
If a man entice a 
maid &c. he JkalL 
not SURELY endow 
her to be his wife. 



Or if he find a 
damfel that is a vir-- 
gin, which is not be* 
trothed,ix.c.iht{h2\\ 
not be his wife, un- 
lefs he chufes it— 
thoughhehas hum- 
bled her, he may. 
put her away as and 
when he pleafes. 



^ Nothing^ 
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He that is joined Nqthing (hall 
to a woman (koX?^co- iri^lce Jier his .wife 
^^oC) is one body-^ but ^m^rriagc-cere- 
for two ^ faith Gop many adminiftered 
'(!• e. who are thus hyz prieji^ hyhanns 
joined) Jhall be one firft pviblifhed, or 
Jlejh — Gen. ii, . 24. by licence firft had 
I Cor. vi. 16. and obtained in fome 

parijh church ox cba-- 
feU &c. or if elfe- 
where, hy Jpecial li^ 
cence from the^r^iS* 
bijhop of Canterbu* 

If a man have two If a man, having 

wives ^ he jhall not a wife, marry ano- 

make the f on of the ther, living the firft, 

beloved Jirfl'born^ be- he fhall be deemed 

fore the fon of the a felon^ and fuffer 

hated J which is in- death as fuch. The 

deed the frji-born. fepond marriage be 

But he Jhall ac- utterly void, and the 

knowledge the fon of iflue bq/iards and 

the hated for the firft- uninheritablc. 
born^ by giving him 
a double portion^ &c. 
Deut. xxi. 15 — 17. 

If a man be found If a man lie with 

lying with a woman other people'sW-T;^/, 

married to an huf- he is no objeft of 

band^ then they jhall criminal judicature. 

both If 
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hath of them die. 
Dent. xxii. 22. 

So if with a be^ 
trotbed virgin, &c, 
vcr. 23. 24. 



tii tJraeU while 
thcfe laws wefe ob- 
ftrved. We read of 
no adulteries for 
many centuries to- 
gether* 



No ftreet-walk- 
cfs^ whores, and 
common proftitutes 
-—no inedicines ta*- 
ken to procure //- 
bortion — no cbild^^ 
murder — no venerea 
al^ difeafe^ infedting 
and 



If a man lie with 
a betrothed virgin f 
he is not even lia- 
ble to an a€tion fof 
damages, fhe to no 
penalty whatfoevef 
on account of her 
iituation. 

Among us, the a-* 
bolition of the di^ 
vine fyjiem has been 
attended with dai- 
ly adulteries, which 
have increafed the 
more, as mankind 
have felt the privi- 
lege of impunity. 

Our ftreets are 
filled with profii'^ 
tutes, our brotbeU 
alfo with harlots \ 
abortion is fought 
after, child -^murder 
is frequent) the w- 
nereal difeafe rages 
like 



* This horrible difeafe Is fuppofcd W have made 
its firft apfiearaace in Eur^pt in the year 1493 ' ^^ 

fome 
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and deftroying the like a plague, to the 
people* deftru^aion of thou- 

fands. 
Their population ^ Our Jepopulation 
^as almoft incredi- is alarming, 
blc. 

P A R A L- 

fome h&ye thought it of much older date, even in 
this country, from a conftitution of^ the ftews, an- 
tiently kept at the Bank-Jidi^ Southwark^ under the 
jurifdi£tion of the B^fl^ of Wtnchefter^ dated 1162, 
where it is fuppofed to be called burning or hnnning. 
It is alfo fuppofed to be mentioned in a manufcript 
mi John Ardtn^ furgeon to Rich* II. and Htn. Iv. 
Many have contended for its being known among 
the antienUy onlv under different names. Some 
have gone fo high as the days of Joh^ and fuppofe 
it to be the ulcerous diftemper with which that 
great man was affliAed ; infomuch, that in a Miffiit 
printed at Venice^^ anno 1542, there is a mafs in ho- 
nour of St. Job, to be faid by thofe recovered of 
this difeafe (See Chambers^ tit. Venereal Difeafe) as 
owing their deliverance to his interceflion. Others 
contend that David was afflided with it, as a pu- 
nifhment for his fmful commerce with the wife of 
Uriahs and this he complains of Pf. xxxfiii. 3—8* 
But, omitting yJzW/ and conjeSfure^ it is certain, whe- 
ther we interpret that paffage literally with fome, or 
allegorically with others, it contains fomething like 
a defcription of this difeafe^ as to many of its Jymp- 
ioTns. 

However this may be, one thing may, I believe, 
be afierted as a fad, eftablifhed by long experience, 
that this difeafe has nevef been known to exift, but 
from a promijcuous intercourfe of the fexes. — This 
will produce fomething very like it even in hrutes 
•—therefore I can fee no reafon againft dating its 
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PARALLEL.- 

Whcn the Jews * We fee, in thi» 
forfook the law Chrijiian ' country, 
which Gon fet be- the fame caufe pro- 
fore them, obeyed ducing the ^/w^ ef- 
not His voice J nor fedts. 

walked K% 



origin as early as common whoredom itfelf, as the 
fame caufe may very fairly be prefumed to produce the 
fame efFefts> though not perhaps in equal degree, 
nor at all times and places alike. 
' If we underftand the word HZ^ID— ^^/A^/ maketh 
i{fhamedy or is an inflrununt ofjhame (Pi*ov. xiii 4.) 
Xo denote an harlot or common projittute -^ior of fuch 
it may be a very apt and defcrlptive periphrajis^ and 
efpecially as the root u;2 fignifies to be ajhamed through 
afenfe of guilt (fee Parkh, fiib. voc.) and in this 
fenfe an harlct is rW^nTD — an injlrument of Jhame tO 
thofe who are y^/w^^/ to her (fee i Cor. vi. 15. 16. 18.) 
— therefore 1 fay, if we underftand this paffage oi an 
harlot or common projlttute^ how many men can at 
rhis moment bear teftimony to the truth of what is 
here faid ! — whofe bitter experience muft lead them 
to fubfcribe to the words of Pf. xxxviii. 3. wh^ 
have KQ re/l in their bones by reafon of their ftn-^ who 
ha.c to mourn that thofe bones are rottennefs itfelf— 
and, as Virgil tx^vtS^s himfelf on another fubjedt— 

Truncas inhonejlo vulnere nares. 

But whether the fcripturcs above-mentioned, or 
any other parts of holy writ^ do, or do not, allude 
to the fymptoms of the difeafe in queftion, or whe- ' 
ther it vviis or was not kixown ^n Europe till the 

year 



t 305 ] 

Hi)aiked therein f but As the divine 

talked after the ma-- l a w is laid afide 

fination of their own for a Jyjiem of bu-* 

eart. Jer, ix. 1 3, 14. man imagination^^ 

Then they fell all manner of /(?W- 

into all manner of hefs ove'rfpreads th« 

fpiritual and Jtejhly land, under the va- 

abominations. rious forms of adul^ 

They then eom- iery and whoredom 

mitted adultery y and —and no doubt 

ajfembled themfehes help^ to fill the 

ly troops in the ^^r- meafure of our na-- 

lots houfesi tional iiiiquity. 

I'hey Surely 

year 1493 (a v6-y able and learned difcuflioh of both 
Which points may be found ih Aftruc^ de Morb. Ven. 
lib. i. chap. I-— 10.) furely a reftoration of that 
law is to be wifhed for, which is contrived by infi- 
nite wifaom — Concubttu prdhihere vago — thus to pre- 
vent projittution^ and, of courfe, every dreadful 
confequence of it to mankind. 

" The Ihameful, loathfome, and often fatal dif-^ 
** eafe" (fays the late excellent t>r. Hartley ^ Obf. 
on Man, p. 229.) ^* Which peculiarly attends the 
'** vice of lewdnefs, nlay be confidered as a moft 
•* unqueftionable evidence of the divine will. This 
*^ difeafe^ with all its confequences, would ceafe 
** among mankind, could they be brought under 
** the reftraints of marriage^ but muftever continue 
** while lic^ntioufnefs continues." 

To this I will venture to add, that, licentioufnefs 
ever muft continue^ and even increafe, while the ai^ 
.vipe lawsy which are made to prevent and reftrain it, 
are laid afide. 

Vol. II. X 
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^hey were as fed Surely *this is a 
borfes in the morfi^ time for our deepcft: 
ing^ every one neigh-- and moft fefidiis 
ea cfter his neigh^ recolleiftioaj wlieh 
hours wife. Jer. v. God feems lo be 
7. 8. vifitihg our inipd^ 

See Ezek. icxii. 9, fies upon us^ hot 
I o, 1 1 . Hofea iv. 1 4. the leaft of which^ 
Shall I not vifit isforfaJkingtlaeLAW 
for thefe things, faith which He hath fet 
the Loud, Jhali not before us, with 1*- 
myfoul be avenged of ipetS: to {ti^commefxe 
fuch a nation as of the fexes, and 
this ? following a Jyjiem 

Jer. V. 9. which, in the na- 

ture of things, mujS: 
lead us ii^rto die 
very flate in which 
the Jews were, 
when the prophets 
were fent to call 
them to repentance f 
or to foretell their 
deJiruSlion. 
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APPENDIX to CHAP. X 

See p. 294, Note. 

IT may not be atnifs to lay bdTore thfe 
reader the dodrine of penance and 
commutation as to their original^ and then 
it will be feen how diigraceful fuch no- 
tions are to an enlightened Proteftant 
church. Theodore of Tarjus, a Grecian 
monk, reftored among the Latins the dif- 
cipline of penance^ as it is commonly 
termed, wnich had been for a long 
time almoft totally negleded, and en« 
forced it by a body of fevere laws bor- 
rowed from the Grecian canons. This 
zealous prelate, who was raifed to the 
fee of Canterbury^ A. D. 668, reduced to 
a regular fcience that branch of ecclefiaf- 
tical law, which is known by the name 
of penitential difcipline. He publifhed a 
Penitential, which was entirely new to 
the Latin ^ world, by which the clergy 
were taught to diftinguifh fns into va^ 
rious clajfesj according as they were more 
orlefs heinous, private or public. This 
new penitently alfo contained the me- 
thods of proceeding with refped to 
X 2 offenders. 
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o£fenders, and pointed out the variodf 
penalties that were fuitable to the dif- 
ferent claiTes of tranfgrefiions. This 
new difcipline, though of Grecian ori- 
gin^ was eagerly adopted by the Latin 
churches. Its duration however was but 
tranfitory^ for in the eighth century it 
began to decline, and was at length en- 
tirely fupplanted by^ what was cabled, 
the new canpn of indulgences^ in which 
the bijhops and clergy began to trade in 
the twelfth century^ when the univerial 
reign of ignorance and fuperflition was 
dexteroufly, but bafely, improved to fill 
their coffers, and to drain the purfes 
of the deluded multitude. All the va- 
rious ranks and orders of the clergy had 
each their peculiar method of fleecing 
the people. 

The bijhops J when they wanted money 
for their private pleafures, or for the 
exigencies of the church, granted to 
their flock the power of purchafing 
the remijjion of the penalties impofed 
upon tranfgreflbrs, by ^Jum of moneys 
which was to be applied to certain re- 
ligious purpofes ; or, in other words, 
they publifhed indulgences : which be- 
came an inexhauflible fource of wealth 
to the Epi/capal orders, and enabled them, 

as 
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as is well known, to form ^nd execute 
the moft difficult fchemes for the en- 
largement of their authority, and of the 
external pomp and fplendor of the 
church. 

When the Roman Pontiffs caft an eye 
on the immenfe treafures, ^yhich the 
fale of thefe indulgences brought in to 
the inferior rulers of the church, they 
limited the po\yer of Bijhops in remit-- 
ting the penalties impojed on tran/greffors, 
and afTumed, almoft entirely, this pro- 
fitable traffic to themfelves. In confe^ 
(juence of which, Rome became the ge-^ 
neral magazine of indulgences i and the 
Pontiffsy in order to fupply their cof-, 
fers, pubjifhed^ not only an univer- 
fal, but alfo a complete, or, what they 
called a plenary remiffion of all the 
temporal pains and penalties which the 
church had annexed to certain tranf*- 
greffions. 

Afterwards they proceeded farther, 
and not only remitted penalties which 
the civil and jecclefiaftical laws had en- 
adled againft tranfgreflbrs, but audacioufly 
ufurped the divine prerogative, and im- 
pioufly pretended to abolifh even the 
punifhments of the next world } a ftep 
this, which the bijhops, with all their 
% 3 pride 



pride and prefumption, had never once 
ventured to take. 

Such proceedings flood in need of 9 
plaufible defence, but this was impof- 
fible. To juftify, therefore, thefe fcah- 
dalous n;eafures of the Pontiffs^ 2. moft 
nionftrous and abfurd dodtrine was in- 
vented — " that there adtually exifted 
^' an immenfe treafure of merit, com- 
'* pofed of the pious deeds and virtu- 
^' ous aftions which the Saints had 
•^ performed beyond what was neceffari 
** for their own fahation, and whicn 
^* were therefore applicable to the be- 
*• nefit of others — that the guardian and 
•* difpofer of this precious treafure was 
*^ the Pope, and therefore he was em- 
*' powered to q/pgn to fuch as he 
•* thought proper, a portion of this 
** inexhauftible fource of merit, fuitable 
" to their refpedive guilt, and fuffici- 
'^ ent to deliver them from the punifli- 
'* ment * due to their crimes/' This 
horrible fuperftition is retained and de- 

* Bellarmine fays of thefe indulgences, that they 
extend as well to the high/d?r«»i, or tribunal of our 
Saviour Christ, as to the internal foruniy or 
court of holy church j that they even profit the 
dead^ and avail them by way of fatisfaftion or ap- 
plication. See Abf. ot Hift. of Popery, vol. i. p» 
173. quarto, 1735. and Bdlarm. dc Indulg. Lib. 
i. c. v. p. 28, 31. 

fended 
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feodivt in tBe churcji of. Rome to this- 
da^ ! ft was happily banifhed from Eflg-' 
Ji^dH the reformation; pity but the foe* 
mer fort of indulgences had followed it 
out of our church / but they are ftill re- 
taijied^ under the more plaujible^ but 
more explicit term of commutation^ which 
fignifies changing one thing for another^ as 
the puni/hment of^;^ for money^ Though 
therefore indul^nces and commutations dif* 
fer in name^ they entirely agree in their 
nature. Their bdng given, or pretended 
to be given, tx^ pious i^es^ no more fajves 
the offence of taking * fuch money, than 
a certain ladys giving, or pretending to 
give, her winnings to the poor^ atoned for 
her pUying at cards on a Sunday. 

Whatfocver thefe things may be callj^d^ 
they are certainly judicial abfolutions, and 

* To make laws for the punifhoient of offences, 
and then to waive or fufpend their execution, for 
a fum of money paid. by the offender, and efpecially 
where fuch laws are made on no better principle than 
with a view to fuch extortion — which I take to have 
been chiefly the cafe with refpeft to the laws of ^^- 
nance^mzy bring to one's mind FirgiPs account of 
one of Ihe tormented in Tartarus j concerning whom 
he faith— -ffin. vi. 1. 622. 



Hie fixit leges pretio atque refixit. 



He made, and unmade, laws for gold. 

Which fufficiently fhews even an heathen's fenti- 
ments of fuch a pra<Slice. 

X 4 fuch 
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fuch as never were heard of in the Cbriji% 
tian church till Popery introduced them^ 
See Mojheimy vol. i. 327, 595. edit, ikfcc- 
laine. 

That there were cenfures on offenders 
againft religion and good manners in the 
apofiolical times — fuch as private admoniti^ 
on J 2 Theff. iii. 15. — public rebuke y and 
even of a jharp kind, Tit. i. 13. — rejec^ 
tion for obftinate herefy. Tit. iii. 10.— 
and even excommunication itfelf for griev- 
ous and fcandalous offences, i Cor. v* 
I — 5.) is mofl evident ; but I fhould ima- 
gine, that if a fum of money had been 
offered to buy off the cenfures of the 
church, the offerer would have been an- 
fwered as Simon Magus was — T!hy money 
perijh with thee, &c. Adts viii. 20. 

See 13 Edw. I. flat. 4, commonly 
called the ftatute of CircumfpeSle agatis \ 
and 9 Edw. II. flat. i. c. 2. and c. 3. 

See alfo before, vol. i. p. 63, n. an4 
^Burn* tit. Penance. 



CHAF. 
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CHAP. XL 

CONCLUSION. 

HAVING thus far finifhed what I ha4 
to fay on the foregoing fubjcdls— • 
which are not of an indifferent or trivial 
nature, but of the utmoft importance for 
everybody's confideration — it miy be pro- 
per, by way of concltifion, to recapitulate, 
and tb commend what has been faid t^ 
every marts confcience in the Jigbt of God. 
2 Cor. iv. 2. 

While our laws are what they are, and 
fuffer men to take virgins into their pof- 
feffion, and then put them away, not all 
the devices of human wifdomy nor the moft 
ftrenuous lefforts pf the moft difinterefted 
and beft-contrived plans of reformation, 
can have any greater effcdt on the inifchiefs 
which they vyould remedy, than 4 few 
buckets of water taken out of a river 
would have upon thtjiream. The water 
would foon unite again, and flow pn with 
the fame apparent y«/^^. So, though a 
few projiitutes may be taken from among 
thie countlefs herd, and fome of them fo 

reformed 



[ 3H ] 

reformed as not to mix with it again, yet 
no apparent diminution meets the eye, 
no leaning of their numbers ftrikes the 
obfervation. The brothels were full— 
they are full — the ftreets were infefted 
with prqftitutes — they are ftill infefted 
with them as much as ever — there is no 
ipore difference as to numbers^ than there 
is in an army^ from whence an hundred fol- 
diers are difcharged, and an hundred 
freftx recruits are lifted in their room. 
The man who thinks it can ever be 
otherwife, as our laws with refpeft to 
marriage now ftand, may go with Horace' s^ 
ruftic to the brink of a river ^ and expeft 
that it will run itfclf dry. ■ 



'Jt ille 



Labttur & labour in omm volubilis ovum. 

It ftill flows on, and will for ever flow. 

Francis. 

If an expedient could be found to drjr 
up it^fource, and thus ftop it at i\iQ foun- 
tain- head j thtjireams muft ceafe, and the 
bed of the river become dry ground. So 
if a law be devifed which can prevent^- 
duSlion and dereliBiony and thus ftop prof- 
titution at its remoteft apparent caufes, the 
thing itfelf muft ceafe. 

This has not been left for the invention 
of man, he never could have been equal 

to 
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to the tafk.T-Tbe alltWIj^]^ Gqp ^mr 
felf, who couJ4 alone 1?P poffibfed ol^^ 
dam and ^uthonity; fufii^ient f^^ da4^> i^^t]^ 
done it« His layr deliyeire^. to .^4^m 4f^ 
the keginningy actd. afterwards in more exr. 
pjicit terxas to M(>f^ *t jlt&««/ ^^. 
ftands as a r^cor^ q|^ the dlvifu mmd an4 
wjlly and^ if duly 9bferve4 by mortals^ 
is adequj^tf to« (he prevention of xt^fhody 
of aJft the wo^^?/ evils tm^^r tbefun^^ ^Xf^v^g^ 
the reft^ the dreadfi^ ^^d deftru^^v^ evU 

This kw has been, d^freg^rdedl, ^JyjhPA 
very diiFeiient; fi^oni it h^, been fet up in ^ts, 
place. This^^^^, beitig of human con- 
trivancet; muft of co^rfe oppofe itfelf to the 
law o£ Go Ji'^^ioT His ways are not our ways^ 
nor His thoughts ow thoughts. If. Iv. 8. |n 
fhort^ that >yhicH Gq^ hajbh houndy man 
hath loofed. The obligation which is crem- 
ated by God's, owja fig^t^ ?nuft now give 
place to the inventions; of linen, wS^ch^ 
declare Gp d's ordinmcf pf marriage null, 
and void% unlefs, ratified by ^ man's au- 
thority. What are the righteous confer 

* ^^ As if the links of that eternal chain, whofe 
<^ beginning is in the breaft of the first cause of 
«< all things, could ever be difunited by the infti- 
<« tutions of men !" Eflay on Crimes and Puniih- 
mentSy chap. xvi. 

cjuences 
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quences of all this ? Mifery, ruin, defo'- 
lation.-— Let men but keep clear of the 
human cererhom^ and they may bid de- 
fiance to the arotne htjiitution. The lewd, 
the defigning, the mercilefs and cruel, 
are turned loofe upon the female world, 
to make what ravages they can. SeduSlion 
precedes, violation follows, dereliSiion 
comes next, and projlitution clofes the 
monftrous iniquity ! Shame and difgrace 
attend the divine injlitution^ honour and 
reverence await the human ordinance! 
Thus MAN IS EXALTED — God de- 
spised! This is attended with the mofl: 
fatal confequences to thoufands, whofe 
proteBion is provided for and fecured by 
the laws of God, and whofe ruin is in- 
vited and infured by the negleft of them. 

What an alteration would it make in the 
regions oi profligacy^ was the whole entire 
law of God to be obferved ? If no man, 
let his Jtuation be what it might, couki 
entice a virgin, &c. afad not furefy endow 
her to be his wife ? This in every cafe 
whatever ? What a fecurity would this 
be to the lower order of females, on which 
the licentioufnefs of the higher order of 
men ufually falls the heavieft ? It is 
hardly to be imagined that men of family 
SLTid fortune would pay their addrejj'es, or 

rather 
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rather lay \h^\t fnares^ where the acJcom-^ 
plifhment of their defires muft be attended 
with an union^ unfuitable in all refpedts 
to their rank in life. , This would force 
them early to match themfelves with 
their equals; they would not gratify their 
luft at the expence of their pride, and we 
ihould not fee fo many vidlims of luft^ 
treaqhery, and cruelty, filling the bro'^ 
tbels^ and walking OMvJireets^ till difeafe 
i:onveys them to an bojpitalj and frpm 
thence to the grave : cut oiF and loft to 
the public in the bloom of youth; when, 
had the proteSiion which the law of God 
hath ordained for them, been afforded 
them by ihtiv feducers^ they might havft 
been happy in themfelves, and bleffing^ 
to fociety. t 

Nor does the rejedlion of God's law, 
by the fubftitution of man's inventions, 
confine its mifchief even within the 
dreadful bounds above-mentioned, it ex- 
tends itfelf even to murder y and that of the 
moft foul and unnatural kind, that of />{- 
fants by the hands of the mothers wbo 
bare them. As fomething elfe than God*s 
ordinance is required to make parties one 
flejhj perfons who are adlually married in 
God's account, are under no legal obliga- 
tion to each other. The unhappy mother of 

what 



t Si8 3 

Mrhat is called a ia/ard-^^MIJ-^iiidu^h ak 
tcally fnartied to iSatfutbtr of it als iJf iJ^^ 
:i5ji6 was to ij'Stor, or LwA and Racbet tb 
Jacob^^ placed in fueh a light by the 
Jhp&Jiition of the World, a$ to make hct 
prefer ian aft of baJrbarity, which her own 
Dowets tnuji yearii at, tb the treatment 
which it is the cuftom * of the world to 
beftoW upon her. Fear unflieaths the 
fatal inftrument of deafi, and Jhafnt 
plunges it into the vitals of the Mp/e/i 
innocent. The wretched mother (for con- 
cealment fcldom covers the offence of 

♦ ^ The munler oF baftard children is the tffeft 
*^ of at eniel dilemma, in which a woman finds 
•* herfelf, who has bee» feduced through wcaknefs^ 
** or overcome by force. The alternative is, either 
*' her own infamy, or the death of a being who i$ 
** incapable of feeling the lofs of life. How can 
*' fhe avoid preferring the laft to the inevitable mi- 
^* fery of herfelf ana her unhappy infant ? The 
** beft tvay of preventing this crime would be efFec- 
** tually to proteft the w6ak woman from that ty- 
'^ ranny, which exaggerates all vices that cannot 
** be concealed under the cloak of virtue. 

" I do not pretend to lelTen that juft abhorrence, 
** which thefe crimes deferve, but to difcover the 
" fources from whence they fpring ; and I think I 
** may draw the following conclufion — That tht 
*' punijhment of a crime cannot be juji^ that isj necef- 
•* fary, if the laws have not endeavoured to prevent 
•* that crime by the beft meant which times and circum^ 
^^ fiances would allow.** Beccaria, Crimes and 
Puniibments, chap. 31 • 

murJerJ 
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murder) is apprehended, aAd ty the hand 
of juftice corifigfted lo the pain and %- 
nominy of a public death. 

The father of the diild looks ilp6ft 
himfelf 2Lsfree; no outward ceremony had 
paffed, and the tragical end of his gallati^ 
try deters him Hot frbih endahgeriftg a 
like icene of horror, with rtipfeft to the 
next woman he cznfeduce. 

God's law arrefts the taian oft his firft 
intercourfe with the woman, and pro- 
nounces them onefiefh^ fo that he cannot 
forfake, or put oer away dU his days* 
Were this obferved, and that denned a 
marriage^ which God ha^ made fo, the 
woman could be under no temptation to 
/ucbzn^di, or to^any* other, man that, 

which 

* Here I mean to include the frequent, though 
horrible, and, to many, fatal pradice of taking 
medicines to caufe abortion. That this, in a moral 
fenfe, is a fpecies of murder^ there can be no doubt, 
which was feverely punifhed by the divine law. See 
Exod. xxi. 22, 23. There indeed the cafe is put 
of injury arifing from only accidental violence to the 
woman ; yet, even there, if it occafioned the death 
either of the mother or the childy if quick, it was a 
capital offence. Life was to go for life. The word 
PDl^— which we tranflatc mi/chief, comes from the 
root p — ^which fignifies to pour out as water ; and 
as a noun, pDl^— (^i{^««, diffufion, difftpation^ diffolu-- 
iion. — jfr. Mont, renders it by Mors-^ath, Comp. 
2 Sam. xiv. 14. In the tranflation of the LXX, or 
10 rather 
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which the law would put in her fowef^ 
that is to fay, making the man do her 
the y/^/V^ which it is now fo amply in 
bis power to refufe. From what has been 
faid, let the reader revolve in his mind 
every fpecies of injury zvA female ruin, 
which he ever heard of, red of, has feed, 
or can conceive, and he will find that it 
has all originated from the abolition of 
the divine laws^ which fo amply provide 
for the fecurity of women, and from th« 
introdudlion of thofe human inventions, 
which have turned marriage into a mere 

rather their paraphrafe on this place of Exodus^ they 
diftinguifh between the TcticTioy ^ih ^^€^Koytff(Jtiy^f 
the child not formed^ and X^^Mft^iiJinv— formed \ or, 
as we may fay, between the embryo^ which is inani- 
wate^ and the foetus^ which, being full formed and 
animated^ may be faid to be capable of lofmg life. 

The frequent abortions which are procured by 
medicines, no doubt fall within the reafon of this 
law. 

But when we take into the account, the numbers 
of women^ who have deftroyed themfehes^ as well as 
the children within them, and thus have died, un^ 
der the double guilt of suicide and child-mur- 
DER, it ought to fill us with horror, to think that 
Vifyftem^ which, in the very nature of it, muft af- 
ford numberlcfs temptations to this, and be produc- 
tive of frequent injiances of it, fhould be the fyf- 
tern of a people who profefs a belief of Divine 
Revelation, wherein the caufes of fuch mif- 
chiefs are provided againft by the wifdom and good* 
nefs of the Creator Himself. 

3 civil 
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ctvii contrast 9 for in no * othier view-does 
our municipal law regard, it^ thus vacating 
obligations which God hath mtade, and 
Lying obligations which God hath not 
made. 

As for appointing certain outward afts,; 
tites, or ceremonies, for the public re- 
cognition of the marriage as to ciniil pur-* 
pofesj thefe are in the breaft of the ftate 
to ordain or alter, as may feem moft expe- 
dient ; but as to marriage itfelf, it nei- 
ther being ordained of men nor by men^ 
but of and by the God of Heaven^ no 
power on earth can change or alter it* 
It is no more within the jurifdicSion of 
man, or the power of mortals, to do this« 
in a mofal (en(c^ than it is, in a natural 
fenfe, to change the rifing of the fun, 
or ftdp the flowing of the tide. For 
the fame reafon that a child is com- 
pletely and pcrfedlly baptized, without 
th^Jign of the crofs^ or without godfathers 
and godmothers^ a man and woman, whofc 
perfons are united^ are completely and per- . 
fe^ly married in thefght qfOoD, without 
any human ceremony whatfocver; that is 
to fay, becaufe this is no part of God's 
ordinance of marriage, therrfore cannot 

* See before voL i. p. 64. 

Vol. II. Y be 
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be ejjenital to the pcrfcftioh of it as in kit 
Jigbt. 

It is therefore truth, even the truth of 
Goi>, that no man can receive the perfon 
of a virgin into an union with his own 
(fuppofing her hot betrothed to another 
man; without her becfoming his nB^i<— 
woman or wife—fafemme — from that mo- 
ment. This law is as general as it is ab^ 
folutei though exceptions of betrothing 
or efpoufals are made on the part of the 
woman^ no fuch thing appears on the 
part ^f the man : therefore, whatever his 
Jituation may be, it makes no difference 
—having taken the woman and humbled 
HER, he may not put her away all his 
days. 

That this law* involwt^ polygamy^ fo 
AS even to command it, and therefore to 
make it a duty, where the man is mar^ 
ried who takes the virgin, is evident 
from the very terms in which the law is 
conceived : If a man — muft mean -f any 
man — every man who does fo. The li- 
berty which commentators have taken with 

♦ Dcut. xxii. 28, 2g. 

t As in ver. 22. If a man be found lying with a 
VJoman married to an hujband — heretC^^j^ O-^/y^ man 
—muft be undcrftood without limitation or reitraint, 
as to the fituation of the adulterer^io doubtlefs of 
the feducer at ver. 28. 

this 
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this text, in order to accommod«e it id 
their own prejudices, is an inftance of 
that fort of conftrudtion, which the Ptf- 
pt/is make ufe of in the underftanding of 
r/jut/oc i yofJLoc iv vMi-^Heb. xiii. 4;— j^f^r- 
riage is honourable in all: that is, fay they,' 
in all things, not in all men ; for the Rbe^^ 
mijis fay, on i Cor. vii, 9. that ** the 
*^ marriage oi priejis is the worft fort 
** of incontinency'' Thus we fpeak of 
polygamy^ with juft as much ground from 
God's word. 

Had polygan^ been permitted on the 
fide of the woman, tne moft material 
part of the facred hiftory muft have 
loft its evidence : as no genealogy could 
have been pfefdrveci with the leaft cer- 
tainty, it could not have been proved be- 
yond a doubt that Christ is the Mep' 
Jiah, of the feed of Abraham, and of 
the houfe and family 6i David, to whom 
the promifes were niade 5 consequently, 
that he is the prcpbef which was to comei 
andwidre to look for no other. Matt. xxii. 
42. and we muft have been afking, in 
another fenfe than our Lord himfelf did 
^^^What think yi of Chili sr, whole Son 
is he ? This fatal ftroke to all our 
hopes muft have been the confequcncc 
of a precarious ifTue. In a more private 
» Y 2 view 
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view of the- matter, all modefty, dc* 
ccncy, order, inheritance, relationfhip, 
and every bond of fociety, muft have 
been broken afunder; whereas, on the 
MMA^e, polygamy is not attended with 
qsty of thefe things : what the wicked- 
ncli and vilenefs of men have intro- 
duced, muft be looked upon as oAu/e 
and ftrverfion^ but are no more * argu- 
ments agai»ft the thing itjelf^ when 

ufed 

* To argtie agamft aav thitifir from the abufe of 
k, is the moft unfair of all methods of refutation. 
There are no abfurdities, ^d indeed no lengths of 
imfUiy and Uafphemyf into which, by fuch means, 
ve may not be carried. 

We may even difpute the wifiom ancj hollnefs of 
the Creator in making the human fpecies of^dif- 
ferent fexes — in ordaining the means of increajing 
and multiplying the human race, by the union of 
the male and fsmale^n implanting, for this pur* 
pofe, a defire towards each other— -for if all thi§ . 
had never been, adultery j fornicationj and whoredomy, 
could not have exifted : — Nay, we may carry the 
arguiaent fo far, as to conclude againft the divine 
wifdom ^nd Minejs in the creation itfelf — for if this 
had never been, no evil, either moral or natural^ 
could hav€ €ver been known* See vol. i. pr«f. 
p. xxiiii' 

Let us go a little lactHer, and we fhall ^%t inta 
fceptieifm^^^tiA from tHl|^ce into athei/m^likj^ thofe 

-r-- who tread the high priori coad^ 

And argue downward 'till they doubt of Gap. 

Pope. 

la. 
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ufed according to God's r^ubtka and 
difpofition of the matter, than the mar-- 
Jers and majfacres by the Heatfacas rf 
old Rome, or by the P^^ of modem 
Rome, are to be reafooably urged (as 
they have been falfly by infidels) »- 
gainfl the truth of ihcgojpd. Had noc 
polygamy been allowed to mcn^ the pro- 
vifibn made for the protedioa and de- 
fence of the weaker Jex had been defi- 
cient ; whereas God's law hath made 
it complete, and no man upon eartk 
can, on the footing of that Iswp plead 
hxs Jituation, either as a privilege or a 
difability, againft providing for, main- 
taining 

In 1536 Archbiibop CroMtrur, who was ppcjeCk^ 
ing the moft eiFedual means for a rcforvuucpa c/ 
dodlrine, moved in comocaticHy that diCT Ibcmid pe* 
tition the ;^i»^ for leave to make a tianflatkin rf the 
ft*£/^. But Gardimr, and all bis paitj, oppofel k^ 
both in convocation, and in fecret with the Bmgm 
It was faid that all the hereJUs and extrm>ai0mi tfi* 
nions, which were then in Germartj, and from 
thence coming over to EngLmd, fprang frooi the 
free ufe of the fcripture ; and wberesks ia tkt i(bf 
laft year, nineteen Hollanders were 2ccmkd of loBir 
heretical opinions, for which opinions yitti^iv «f 
them were burnt in pairs in feveSral places ; if wat 
complained, that all thole drew their dgjmmMe 
errors from the indifcreet ufe of the fcripture* Amd 
to ofTer the Bilfk in the Engli/b tongue to tfaeiHboic 
nation, would prove the gscMcfk fnare that could 
be. See Burnet Hift. Ref. voh u p. 195, lecond edit. 

Whoever reads with attention this cxccllcsu zad 

entertaining bi/lory, will fee urtiat reliance the F^Jt 

y 3 panj 
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tuning) and protecting as a wifet any or 
every woman whom he may chufe to 
feduce. 

" That God fjiould ejftablifli this fecur 
rity, by the pofitive laws which have 
been fo often mentioned — and fJbaf in 
a//ca/es where the woman was free — that 
it would be fo uniformly and openly 
maintained, for fo many ages together, in 
the praftice of the ie^ people ; and then, 
all of a fudden, it fhould be found out 
to be againft the primary law of mar- 
riage, a fin againft the feventh command- 
ment, and that which was a moral duty by 
Exod. xxii. j6. and Deut. xxii. 28, 29, 
fhould be a damnable Jin under the gof 
^^/— is either to fuppofe the world fg 

party had on this mode of argumentation againft 
the Reformers^ thtir writingSy and indeed againft 
the Reformation itfelf. The great Sir Thomas More^ 
in his writings, exercifed all his dexterity in expof; 
ing the ill confequences that could follow on the doc- 
trine of the Reformers. Ibid. 356. 

Afluming certain prejudices as true, and thence 
drawing conclujions^ which jeft fingly on fuch pre- 
judices, is not only unfair y but is one of the 
meaneft and moft defpicable fophifms that error 
can have recourfe to. It is that fort of deceit and 
impojition^ which ** imports the mjfreprefentation 
** of the qualities of things and aftions to the 
** common apprehenfions of men, ahufing their 

V minds with falfe notions j and fo, by this arti- 
** fice, making evil pafs for good^ and good for 
" evil in all the great concerns of life." South's 

V Sermons* 

mucl^ 
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much better than it was before, and 
therefore no fucb law any longer need-- 
Jill-— or that a law-giver came under 
the New Teftament to oppofe the law^ 
giver under the Old Teftament, and to 
fet mankind free from their allegiance 
and obedience to Him. The former of 
which fuppoiitions is not true in point of 
Jaff any more than the latter—our own 
fenfes may convince us of thc^rfi, and 
Christ's own declaration, tKat He 
ca^e not to deftroy the law (KXTaJivaaj, to 
demolijh or loofen its obligation) may af- 
fure us of the fecond. Urging that 
Christ has altered .the law of the Old 
Teftament, by forbidding polygamy — 
which was, in all cafes where mar^ 
riage ttfelf was lawful, allowed, and in 
fome inftances pofitively cQtnmanded^^i^ 
only faying, in other words, that he lef- 
fened that fecurity which the weaker fex 
have againft the ftronger, and facilitated 
the ruin and projiitution of women, by 
cutting off a confiderable part of that 
proteSlion which the law of God afforded 
them, and which He fo ftrongly main- 
tained in His whole difpute with the 
Pharifees on the fubjedt of divorce^ in 
no one part of it more ftrongly than 
Matt. xix. 9. the very verfe which fu-- 
Y 4 terjiition 
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perftition has fo long taught men to quoto 
for an oppofite purpofe; for there Ho 
fhews that all divorces (except what He 
had before excepted^ ch. v. 32.) are abfo-^p' 
lutely forbidden. 

So far as we believe God'^ law, fo far 
muji we believe that if a man {having 
nvtfe) entices a virgin^ and lies with ber^ 
this laji {hall surely be His mfe, ast 
much as the Jirfi-, an4 it would bo 
equally crinwnal to abandon her as to 
put awoj/t the ^Ji. For faying this, { 
appeal to the whole Bible^ from be- 
ginning to end. There are many ini^ 
ftances recorded of men's taking a Je^ 
cond to a firji^ but not one where fuch 
a thing was either forbidden, or where 
thtfecond marriage was declared Icfs valid 
than the Jirji^ or the Jirjl looked upon 
as a ground of divorce from the fecond, 
any more than the 'fecond was a ground 
of divorce from the Jirjl. 

We have run into much confufion on 
the fubjefl: of marriage y by the terms 
hujband and wife. The ideas which cuf- 
tom hath taught us to annex to them, 
have fuperfcded the fcripture- definition of 
that relation, and have ftibftituted ano- 
ther, which is not to be found in the Bi^ 
ble. Our notion is, that when a man 

and 
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jand woman have been at a church, «id 
had the matrimonial fervice red over 
them, and the ceremonies therein con- 
tained obferved, they are man and w^e ; 
not otherwife: whereas the fcriptofC 
has no Jpecific name for the relation, 
as hujband^ and wife — but a man and 
kis woman TDBWl B^K. When a mait 
took 2L virgin, fhc became ins womoHj i. €• 
hh property 9 not by any outward cere- 
mony, but by the furrendering her perjm 
\xito his pojejjion ; this, cither anticipa^ 
^efy by promife or betrothing, or ae^ 
iually by carnal knowledge, where no be- 
trothing or efpoufal went before; this, 
and this only^ made them (me Jk/b-^ 
this did, and it ever muft have thte fame 
effeft in ihc^gbtofGoD ; for He change- 
eth not^ As fhe was called VWK— Av 

* The author hath, notwithftanding, ufed the 
terms hujband and wife throughout this whole trca- 
tife, in compliancy with our tranflators of the fcrip* 
ture, and as the moft concife way of expreffine toe 
marrfagg'-relathn v^ich our language is acquainted 
with. However, fo far from implying that nooo 
can be man and wife^ but thofe who are joined by 
feme outward ceremony adminiftered ^J^priejl, the 
words yrWfid Wk arc ufed to denote the pairiw or 
coupling.together of hrute animals. See Ggn, tii. !• 
where we have tranflated them— the male and bis 
female. Mont* Virum (sT uxorem ejus.^^i^aiw xas 
OiiAu* LXX.-*See before vol. i. p. 42* 

J wo man f 
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VH^man, by his having the poffejjion of her 
per/on^ in a fenfe exciufive of all other men^ 
fo in the fame fenfe ^^ was calkfi ntJ^^K — her 
man — /J/o<avHp> (See vol. i. p. 227 — 232.) 
—•the man fo appropriated to her that ihe 
could give herfelf to no other. This 
was fo in all cafes ; the woman who gave 
her per/on into the pojfejjion of a man, 
whatever the man's Situation might be> 
could not go to {mother^ nor could the 
man put her away all his days. Were 
this lb with us, it would be as difficult 
to find a brothel^ or even a projlitute, as 
it was in Ifraely while tjiefe things were^ 
obfcrved and kept. 

That the laws of Exod. xxii. 16. ancj 
Deut. xxii. 28, 29. would fometimes be 
attended, in their execution, with nofmall 
inconveniences in the cafe of married men , 
muft be allowed — but what are the wor^ 
of thefe which can be fuppofed, when 
put in competition with the tremendous 
and horrible mifchiefs of feduftion and 
proftitution, either to individuals or 
to the public ? The man has it in his 
own option whether he will incur the 
danger of the former, God has gracioufly 
provided in his law that the weaker fex 
fliall not * be expofcd to the latter. 

♦ See before p. 170— '2. 
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As to the murder of bafiard children^ 
as they are called, an attempt was made 
fomc years ago to prevent this, by the 
charitable and >yell-meant inftitution of 
the Foundling Hojpitali if I recoHeft 
aright, this very purpofe is mentioned, 
either in the kings charter j or in the 
petition which preceded it. — I wifti not to 
remember, much lefs to repeat, leaft of 
dll to enlarge upon, the mifchief which 
enfued to the lives of children, from the 
evil pradlices oi thofe who were to 
convey them to the bojpitah, this from 
all diftances, at a time when the ten- 
dernefs of their age made them unable 
to fupport the fatigue oi jolting waggons, 
Sec. by which means many died on the 
way :-^fuffice it to obferve, that not one 
murder^ of the fort above mentioned, could 
probably be prevented by the plan of this 
charity ; becaufe, in order to have the child 
conveyed to ththofpital^ fomebody muft be 
trufted with the fecret, as the unfortu- 
nate mother can Ijardly be fuppofed in 
a condition to carry it herfelf, and 
thefe murders are alw'ays committed that 
tht fecret may not be divulged. Did the 
law of God prevail, that which no hu- 
man contrivance can efFedt, would be 
(lone; fuch intercourfe as we call Wift^r^- 
5 dom. 
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/ ife/w, in xontempt of God's law^ and in 
honour of a human * ceremony^ would be 
deemed^ what the fcriptures deem it» 
a marriage^ and the magi/irate^ as in ^ 
r^^/, at die woman's requeft, might 
compel the man to a public recognition 
of it, in any manner which fhould be 
required by ^flate. 

Something like this once prevailed in 
the kingdom of France^ as appears by a 
paflage in the Caufes Cilibres^ publiihed 
1777 at Paris ^ wherein one of the aiho-- 
catesy in Caufe Lxxvii. fays, — " On con- 
^* damnoit autrefois les jeunes gens qui 
•^ abufoient de la foibleflc des fiUes, 
^* fous promefle du marriage, a etre 
** pendus ou a les epoufer/'— *• Formerly 
** young men, who abufed the weaknef§ 
*' of girls under promifc of marriage, 
** were condemned, either to be hanged 
•* or to marry them." This was fome- 

* I fliould imagine that the follovring Jyllogtfni 
cannot be denied. 

Nothing can be of the efience of marriage in 
God's fight, but that which he hath himfelf or» 
dained and revealed as fuch in his word. 

But — No outward marriage-ceremony, as eflential 
to marriage in his fight, hath Gop ordained and re- 
vealed in his word. 

Therefore no fuch ceremony can be of the ef- 
ciice of iparriagc in Gop's fight. 

thing 
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thing like reverence to the law of God ; 
for though Aat does not fay what the 
p\ini{hment was to be, in cafe the man 
refufed to comply with the law which 
faid He Jhail furely endow her to be his 
wife-^ytt if fuch a cafe had happened, 
and Mofes^ as in the cafe of the man 
who gatheredfikks on tbefabhatb (Nanib. 
XV. 32.) had confulted God by XJrim 
and i'bummim, he probably would hare 
received the fame anfwef ; difobedience 
to ti commandment fo empbatkally deli- 
vered would fcarcely have met with a 
milder punifliment in this cafe than in 
the other. ^ However, we may with cer- 
tainty pronounce that death would have 
been ^t confequence on the wilful and 
obftinate offender, as it appears to have 
been a capital offence to defpife the^?;?- 
tence of the judges^ (Deut, xvii. 1 1, 12.) 
and they mufl have ^zStdL/entence accord-- 
ing to law. 

But the French as well as ourfelves are 
improved in their manners^ therefore the 
faid advocate adds — ** Depuis on seft 
^* relach^ dc la feveriti de cet ufage, & 
^* I'on s'cft content^ de les condamner 
^^ a doter ces fiilles, ou a leur donner de 
" dommagesinterfets."-^*' Since then we 
*' have relaxed from the feverity of that 

^* cuftom. 
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•* cuftomy and content oarfel\^es witn 
** condemning them to give portions 
** to thefe gifls, or to pay them da- 
** mages." So afnon^ft us, ^ woman 
may bring an aSiion on a breach of 
p'omife of marriage \ but then aSiual pro-^ 
tnije muft be proved, or flie will be non- 
fuited. This therefore does not reach 
the original caufe of the evil cortiplained 
of. God docs not make an aSlual pro" 
mife of marriage neceflary, Deut. xxii. 28^ 
29.— but the man lying with the woman 
was to be confidered as a marriage, and 
as fuch ought to be enforced under the 
fevereft penalties. 

. The French tidvocate farther faith-— 
that this giving a portion, or pecuniary 
damages — ** eft le feul parti qui refte, 
*/ lorfque le fedudleur eft marie — ** is 
" the only * thing that remains, where 
^* the feducer is already a married man." 
So fpeaks human wifdom — but not fo the 
law of God ; that made not the leaft 
difference as lo xht Jituation of the man, 

* The caufe in queftion was inftituted againft a 
married man who had gotten a young woman with 
child ; and ended with the Defendant's being 
condemned to pzy tht plainti^\oo liv. damages-— to 
take the whole charge of the child^ as to its main- 
tenance and education, upon himfelf— and to pay 
the whole cofts of fuit. 

though 
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though it fo exprefsly does as to that of 
the woman. Portioning fuch a woman 
out to marry another man, would 
have been caujing her to commit adultery^ 
as fhe was the wife of the Jirji man, by 
that aB which made her one Jlejh with 
him. The man who married fuch an 
unjuftly^divorced woman, would alfo be 
guilty of adultery. It might feem ftrange 
to go into an houfe, and to fee a man 
with two wives I but this would be much 
better than to go along the ftreet, and 
fee a number of young women perifhing 
with difeafe and filthinefs, fome of them 
becaufe the men would not, others bc- 
caufe they could not, marry them. 

I have been lately informed, that by 
the laws of Switzerland^ though polygamy 
is not tolerated there, yet if a iingle 
man gets a girl with child, he is obliged 
to marry her, be his rank in life what it 
may. Here is at leaft a partial remedy 
againft child^murder and projiitution i but 
then it muft be obferved, that it is only 
juft fo far' extenfive as it agrees with 
the divine law.. . 

The "J^ws are more righteous and mer-- 
ciful in the refpedts above mentioned 
than we Chrijiians arc; for the law of 

God, 
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God, is> as far as their difficult fituatbrl 
will admits obferved in all cafes of this 
kind ; and if any man refuies to fubmic 
to it» he is put under fentence of ex-* 
communication ; which^ as they have no 
public government^ is the utmofl: which 
can be done. On converfing with a 
gentleman who is a Jew, on this fub*^ 
je&9 he told me^ that fome time ago a 
rich young yew at Amfierdam feduced a 
poor yewefs, who^was a fervant-girl : ihe 
tnfifled on his publicly marrying her, 
which he refufed* She complained to 
the ^nagogue i who fummoned him to 
tippear t)efore them, that they mi^ht en«^ 
quire properly into the fad:. Finding 
it true, they fentenced him to marry her 
publicly. He would not— urging the 
difference of his rank from her's ; but 
this plea was not allowed, they urge4. 
the law of Go J} againft him; but he con- 
tinuing obftinate in his refufal, they ex^ 
communicated him. He applied to fooie 
of the States of Holland^ that they would 
interfere ; but they refufed it, faying-^ 
** the fynagogue had a right to enforce 
'* their own laws." I aflced the gentle^ 
many with whom I was convcrfing, 
** what would have been the cafe if 
" this young man had been before mar- 

" ried 
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•^ fied to another woman then Uving f** 
'—he anfwered-^** Jttii the fame^—for 
** by the law of Ma/es^ no man can take 
*^ a ^yr;g*m, and afterwards abandon ho? 
^' at his pleafure/' So that the very 
^^'le;^ m^y fhame us Cbrjfiians for the 
little refpeft we pay to the preftrvatioH 
of the ftmak fex, or to thofe; lavis of 
leaven which were made to injure; it I 
Oujr faying that the SaviouH :of/tho 
worlii^ {y^hom V(fc^2ik\ Lord and Mi^er*^ 
taAintMs we Jay well^ for Jo be />— ^Joha 
Xiii* 13.) came toifet tbofe Ums afJe, it 
only going a ftep farther out of the^'zoi^ 
cf truthy and into the wcy tf.ahmma-* 
tion. 

I would ohierve, that if thrf. young 
^eiv above mentioned had lived in the 
days of Mofesy he would not have come 
off fo cheaply. as with a bare excommu'* 
nicaiioi;!^ but deatb had. alfo been the 
confequence of his contumacy. (Deut. 
xviii 1 1^ 12.) On which I cannot omit re- 
marking — that what God pofitirely cotn-* 
m^ded to be done in all cafes ^ we Cbrif- 
tian's do not enforce in any — nay, by the 
marrtage-aSi we have abfolutely prohibited 
— fhfit *• any fuit ftiall be inffiituted to 
5* compel a marriage in facie ecckfiky by 
** reafbn of any contract 6& matri-* 

Vol. IL Z ***«nony 
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" mony whatsoever/' So x!ci^t Jtngk 
men are abfo utely releafed from all en- 
forcement of the divine law — and as for 
married men^ they are prohibited, on 
pain oi death J to do what, under God's 
€mH government, they would on pain of 
deatAhzvc been compelled * to. 

Here we find an adequate caufe of fe-^ 
male ruin, proftitution, and mifery I 
corrupt human nature is left to itfelf, 
uncoDtrouled, unchecked by the power 
of God's pofitive precepts, unpunifhed 
for an avowed rebellion againft them. 
To iay that we have laws to take up a 
^oovftreet'^walkery arid'fend her to Bride-* 
welly is only faying that we have laws to 
make the mtferable ftill more miferable, 
and X^cit. profligate more profligate \ for in 
thofe places of confinement, they help 
to corrupt each other, and they ufually 
come forth more abandoned than when 

* Calixtus^ a writer of the 17th century, in his 
treatife de Legibusy faith very truly—— 

Nulla lex humana poteji prohiberey qua lege divina^ 
five natur all five pofitivay fuerunt mandata\ nequi 
mandare quafuerunt prohibita. 

** No human law can prohibit thofe things 
** which by the divine law, either natural or po* 
** fitive, were commanded, nor command what 
^' was prohibited*" 

they 
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tliey went in. It is a iad remedy wliich 
increafes. the difeafe. All thefe things 
conlidered, can it be otherwife than tMt 
qdkltery Ihould increafe^ in defiance o^ 
GoD*s lawy when we have not a fingld 
Jiatute to enforce that lanb ? that wbare^ 
dom and fornication fhould abound^ when 
the okly method of preventing them vt 
utterly laid afide, though prefcfibed and 
enjoined by the God of Heaven ? — To 
puni/h a poor deferted creature for bein^f 
a froflitutey when it i^ pUt oUt of her 
power to iforce \kxfeducer to provide for 
her as the divine law enjoins^ is equally 
truel and foolifh : not very unlike the 
man who threw his child into a ditth^ 
and then beat him for being dirty. 

I pretend not to the gift of prophecy % 
but, without that, only by comparing 
^e^s with their caufes, and weighing 
in the balance of reafbn and common 
fenfe circumjiance with circumftance^-^^m'- 
lefs recourfe be had to the remedy which 
God hath provided in his law — I may 
venture to pronounce (as all evil is of z 
progrefiive nature^ the more fb the lc6 
check is given to it) that all our wcU« 
me^nt fchemes of reformng pre^kuUs^ 
and all our abfurd and ievere methods 
of punijhment^ will end joft tfcre they 
Z a hcg^f 
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began ; only with this melancholy dif- 
ference, that for one reformed we fhall 
find twenty feducedy and for one reclaimed 
by puniihmeiit^ an hundred will be madtf 
the wprfc, I feac we fhall have to fay 
with Seneca'T^Aib Benef. 1. i. c. lo. Hoc 
majores nofiri quejlifunty hoc nos querimur^ 
bbc pofteri nofiri querentur^ everfos effe, 
mores ^ regnare nequitiam^, in determs res 
bumanas IS in omne nefasy labi. ** Thii 
. •* our anceftors have complained of, thij 
** we do complain of, t^is pur poflerity 
** will complain of— that morals arc 
** overturned,,, that wickednefs rcignsj^ 
"that human -affairs go from bad to 
^^ worfe, and fall into all manner of im- 
piety.*' Or with Horace 9 

JEtas parentumy pejor avls^ tuUt 
Nos nequions^ mox datnr^s 
Progeniimixuiiojkrem* 

•* More vicious than their fathers' age, 
•* Our fires begat the preftnt race, 
*' Of a&ions impious, bold, and bafe : 
•* And yet, with crimes to us unknown, 
*^ Our fons fhall mark the cotning age their 
own; Francis. 

^ I cannot clofe the foregoing obferva- 
lions better, than by inferting a very 
sfflfeaing iltuflration of their truth, 

which 
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which appeared in the General Aiotrti^ 
far of Oa. 1 6, 1778.' 

** Mr. Editor, 

*' Seeing a very young girl wandering 
•* about the ftreets late in the evening of 
•* yefterday, I was induced to afk her— 
** whither fhe was going ? She told me 
^' that an officer encamped at Coxbeatb 
^* had, about a fortnight iince, ftolen her 
f* away from her friends at RocbeJier% 
** and carried her by force to his mar^ 
" quiey where he debauched her; and 
** after having kept her about a week 
^' after he had fatisfied his licentious in* 
'* clinations, he had fent her to London 
^' with ^guinea in her pocket, to gi^t her 
living as flie might. This wanton 
a£t of barbarity fo affedted me, that I 
could not refrain from curfing aloud 
*' the author of it, in the moft vehc- 
*^ ment manner, as I walked home. 

*^ How much more does this cruel do- 
** ftroyer of innocence deferve the diici* 
*^ pline of flagellation, than a poor de- 
•* ferter! I hope the officer who has 
** thus taken from a young girl that «#• 
^* commendation, without which (he 
^^ will find it difficult to earn an ho- 
Z 3 ** nefl 
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'^ ncft livelihood, is not quite fo nearly 
** related to the Devil, as to fuflfer thia.. 
♦« unhappy vidtim to feek her bread by 
♦^ frojlitution'* 

How far the cafe, as above ftated, may 
be true, I will not pretend to fay ; t)ut 
could we know every thing of this fort 
which daily paffes in the world, wc 
Ihould find much reafon to credit the 
fads in this letter. Many men there 
are, whofe rank, and education, and for- 
tunes, as well as their perfonal endow-* 
ments, might intitle them to the af- 
fe(3:ions of the moft refpedtable and ex- 
alted of their own degree in the female 
world, with whom they might be the 
happy, hujbands of happy wives, who, de- 
voting themfelves to the indulgence of 
their appetites, lay out all their time and 
fubftance to inveigle and betray the 
lowed of the other fex, and then ferve 
them as the officer above mentioned is 
reprefented to have ferved the poor girl. 
Sooner than fail, they will employ their 
mean dependents to be thtir Ja^ors -, and 
numbers there are, of ioth fexes, who 
adtually live upon the fpoils oi femak 
innocence. 

Tht judges oi Ifrael would have faved 
the poor girl from deftru(aion, by forc- 
ing 
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ing the ojicer to a public recognition of 
his marriage with her/ on the faSs ap- 
pearing to them as they are ftated.'^— 'But 
ne lives in a Cbriftumcounitj — ^hc i^Jree 
—the poor helplefs girl irremediably 
undone! fb are thouiands and /mr of 
tiioafands on the fame principle. 

By abolifhing the conneded, wiie^ and 
falutairy laws of God, relative to die 
commerce of the Jexes^ and ietting up a 
law of man's device in their place, the 
flrongeft barrier which words can form, 
for me prefervation of the weaker fex^ 
is thrown down 3 the ftrong holds of 
female fecurity are razed to their very 
foundations; and the following mifcbi^s 
arc nfparent. 

1. Adultery has not any puniihmcfnt to 
ftand in dread of from our penal laws^i 
therefore we can be at no lofs for its 
hare-faced appearance, and increafe be- 
yond the example of former times — lor 
evil of all kinds is of a progreffivc na-» 
ture. 

2. There being no obligation on naen 
to marry the "oirgins they feduce^ thou-^ 
fands of helplefs girls are enticed, fe^ 
duced, and abandoned at the pleaiure 
pf their Seducbks y by which means 

Z 4 the 
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iwf * in an hundred) yet, iarrmnefs and 
projlitutkn ixc fo ufuklly connefted, as to 
make it aniouht at leafl: to improbability 
thiat fucH Women ihould ever breed. 

6. Another ibtirce of depopulation muft 
arife from the temptation which men are 
under to ^Jingle life^ from finding an ealy 
way of gratifying their appetites — ^with- 
out the burden and cafre of a ij&ife ahd 

jfS»w^— ^either with wotntn whom they 
can Jkducey and leave at their pleafure, ^x 
by a fmall fum purchafing the favours of 
thofe who have been /educed znA aban- 
doned by other men. This is one grand 
incentive to celibacy on the fide of the 
men, and a reafon why fo miny young 
women, however beautiful and deferving 
they may be, pafs on to old age. ije- 
gledled by the other fex, and die un- 
married. 

7. By putting an human ceremony in 
the place of the divine ordinance, and mieii 
being under no" obligation to marry the 
women thty feduce, whoredom and fomi-^ 
cation muft increafc, in proportion to the 

• Ufually moft of thefe turn bbwdsj and make 
it the great end of their profej/ional induftrj to live 
by keeping brothels^ not only for the reception of 

Joung women already ruined^ but for the inveig- 
ing and drawing into ruin numbers of unwary 
^nd deceived females. 

numbers 



[ 346 I 

numbers oi profligate men^ who chuffe^ to 
gratify their pamons at a cheaper rate 
than the charge of a wife zxA. family j and 
to indulge their love of variety at no 
grqater trouble and expence^ than may be 
incurred by the feduBion of youth and 
hmocence among the lower order of fc- 
Oiales. 

8* By reprefepting polygamy as a fin, 
the word ot God is difcairded as the only 
rule of faith — the iioifdom and holinefs of 
bis poj^tive la'WSi for its regulation^ called 
ix qucftion— *a very confiderable part of 
ihcjecurity which they afford the weaker 
J^% dejlroyed^ and of courfe the feducing„ 
$ibandoning» and proftituting women, hf 
married ♦ men^ greatly facilitated. Vouch- 
ing the j^uthority of Christ, as for-^ 
bidding polygamy under the notion of 
adultery^ is a mifreprefentation of hi& 
propkefical charaSlcr^ like that of Cerin-' 

♦ More efpecially by thoft wbo arc under divor- 
ces a menfa f^ toroj or, from feme unhappy difFe- 
fences^arefeparated by mutual agreement, which are 
far the greater number of the two, and who are exi 

Eofed to all the temptations of a ^ngle life^ without 
aving it in their power to ufe the appointed re- 
medy againft them. 

Forbidding fuch men to marry ^ is as unfcriptural^ 
unauthorized, and dangerous a tyranny aver, the 
rights and confciences of mankind, as the Papers 
forbidding the marriage of the cUrgy. 

9 thus. 



[ 347 1 

tims^ who taught that— "Jesus opptH 
*< fed the God of the JewsJ" 

9. By ftamping infamy on the only /«- 
fiitution and ordinance of marriage which 

God ever appointed or revealed, and 
^nying its obligation without the fuper-> 
addition of an human ceremony^ which was 
firft made eiTential to marriage by a Fopt 
of Kome^ the murders * of new-born ht-^ 
fants have been and are frequently occa-» 
iioned, and, by this meansi, the deaths 
of many women by the hands of the 
jpublic executioner. 

10. Numbers of children are deftroyed, 
as well as women, by the wicked prac- 
tice of taking medicines to caufe abor-» 
tion. — To this may be added, 

II* The many inftances of female fui-^ 
fide, which have happened in the un- 
fpeakable moments of diflxefs and def- 
peration, when pregnant women have 

* Mr, Guthrie J Gcograph. Gram. p. 185, edit. 
1776, in the account of the religion of Scotland^ 
fays — *^ It W faid, that even that relic of popery^ 
♦^ the ohliguig fornicators of both fexes to fit upon 
^^ what they call a Fepenting^flool in the church, 
^^ and in full view of the congregation, begins to 
^^ wear out \ it having been found, that the Scotc^ 
<^ women^ on accost of that penance^ were the 
f greateft infanticides (or murderers of infimts) in 
f« tljc worldf.'^ 

becQ 
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been bafely * dcferWd by thofe whd 
ought to have bccbmc thfeif pttxt^ion 
arid defence, and thus expofed to iirfa- 
my and fliin-^defencelcfe — helplefs— 
hopelcfs ! 

" ■ ' Sueb 

' * A rec^AtfnfttfUdeyrf tbis»t(^1li<di^ of the pnb* 
lie prints^abouttlielallter ^dpf J^y.i779* ^' A 
** young woman at » » in^Eilex, was lately 

'* found drowned in a pond. Thie occkiion of 
*• this rafli • adion was lier bdttg d^ferted by si 
<^ gentleman in the neishbourhood^ by whom flia 
** was pregnant." Many fuch inftahces may 
doubtlefs be found in the annals of human mi<^ 
fcry! 

The Morning CbronicUj of N^ithbet 12, 1779* 
furni(hes us with a record, which, though almcA 
enough to freeze the very blood of the humani 
reader, I cannot omit on this occsl/ion. 

'* On the 31ft ult. one Hannah Hoggarthy of the 
** townfhip of Hawjker cum- Stainfiker^ in the pa* 
*' rifh of Whitby^ in Yorkfhire, was delivered of a 
^* male baftard-child alone. On the 2d inft. her 
** neighbours, fufpe6ling (he had been fo delivered, 
♦' prevailed on the officers to get a furgeon and 
** man-midwife to examine her ; who, on the 3d 
*' went to her houfe, examined, and talked to her 
*' about fuch her delivery, which (he, at firft, de?- 
•* nied ; but on a clofer examination, Ihe faid (he 
*' had a mifcarriage, which being dead, and very 
** fmall, fhe burnt; and would then confefs ho 
*' further. On the 5th inftant the fame perfons 
*' went and examined her again, when ftie con*- 
" fefled fhe had been delivered alone of a boy> 
•* who crying very much, fhe, to avoid a difcovetjy 
^* took an axe, with the broad end of which fhe 
2 *< fevcral 
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Such are tBte cflfedls of nmrUfy^f^wu 
— fuch the fruits, of the iaventions of 
thofe who would make themfelyes w^ 
and holier than' the God niobo made them / 
Nor can anything put a ^heck on th« 

^^ fever^V times ^nick the infant on the heady and 
*' thereby greatly crulhed and fra^ured his &uU^ 
** and with the' ffiii'p end flie endtaVoured to cut 
^^ off iti head's th^t having thiis klUed the childi. 
♦* fhe laid it under the .bolftef of a .bepi in thf 
5* room wheijQ ihe. lay, until the evening,^ whenTfiie 
*^ got up, took up oniepf the flags of tlie flbOr, and 
•* underneath it buried the child ; where it was, bjr 
** her dicefitions,. ftiuad, and th^ coriner made a^^ 
•* quainted therewith, and funimdned a jury, wjip 
•* met laft- Saturday afternoon, and, on examina-. 
•* tion of the Witneffes, found %hat the faid Hog-^ 
^^ garth had' mUrdered her child ill the manner 
^*. above related^, Sqon after the /i/ry. had left the 
**. place, fhe tQQkgn opportunity, in the abfence 
^'of the periqiTet {o watch hei*, to Hang her- 
*^ SELF, and ^wtts-qdite dead before- it was difco* 
♦^ vered/' ! ./l';j ;. 

Whence strafe. this double tragedy.?— from jhp 
fame fource which inpft account for all things of 
thfe ftme kind-*~that i& to fayy from the fooleries of 
pri4fi€r4ift^:'Sit9i fotJOn foot by Pope JUxandert^c 
Jlld. and gf|adu0% Jjrouglit into 2Ji article of faith 
bj ..th^ fyp^rJ^tipn ^d credulity of mankind. We 
read' of rib ^^ftiaf* thing happening in Ifrael -, the 
tnotivtsiiV^fia^'^ii^Jhame^ which drove thi» poor 
creature rt^ ^fh. ^l^^t^tjon, could not exift, biit 
under tho& circHmftances of infamy^ which the 
tyranny or cuftcjn lias annexed to* certain aifions^ 
without ati^ wirftLrtt^'pr foundation from that law'^ 
by yiibiQ\iW^ai\MaU be pidgtji atjln^lq/i^oyy 

prevalence 
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prevalence bf fuch calamities, but a r*** 
ftoration of the whole — uniform—* 

CONSISTENT ^and BENEFICENT LaW 

OP God* This, and tits alone, is a 
temedy againft aJukery, and whoredom in 
all its forms. Long and fad experience 
has ihewn us that all other fcbemes^ whc-» 
thcr of prevention or remedy y are vain 
and chimerical, and can no more flop 
thefe evils, than Jeroboam's difcarding 
the law of Mofes^ and fetting up th6 
eahes in Dan and Bethel, could iecure 
the kingdom oflfrael to himfelf and fa-« 
mily. 

Nothing can be more pernicious to 
the purfuit and inveftigation of truths 
than fuppofing the antiquity of an opi-^ 
nion is a certain proof of its foliSty, or 
that the univer/al rtce^tion of, or venera-» 
tion for, a doifrine, is a conclufive ar- 
gument of its truth. We have but to 
travel into China or Japan, Mexico of 
Peru, or into any other idolatrous coun- 
tries^ and we (hall find the moft horrible 
and mondrcus forgeries that Satan him<« 
felf can invent, all depending on the an^ 
tiquity of their eftabliihment^ the uni^ 
verfality^Q^ their reception, as well as of 
the veneration which is pai4 them« Let 
us not think that we aro4ky nature wifer 

than 
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than the inhabitants of thofe countricfi-^ 
we are alt the children of one mM^ thtt 
naturaily^engendered oflfepring of faileri 
Adam. — He that gkieth to all life and 
breath p and all things^ hath made of mi 
bkod all nations of men, for to dwell on all 
the face of the earth. ABs xvii* 25, zbl 
Tht human mind, like the human nature, 
is in all men and in dl places aliie^ 
Prov, xxvii. 19. Were the people who 
are born in Mexico horn among us, they 
would not be worfhippers of the idol 
Vitziputzlii were we born among them, 
we certainly (hould. The mind of fall- 
tn man, having no innate ideas of divine 
things, is impreflible by iiitfrjl that of-- 
fer, and as he grows up, thefe grow up 
with him. Hence the Bramin is as 
much wedded to the adoration and wor- 
fhip of Viftnou, as a Papijl is to the ado- 
ration and worfhip of the Virgin Mary^ 
The only difference between them is, thaf 
the blind Heathen has been taught his reli^ 
gion by thofe who have no revelation, and 
the ignorant Chriflian has been inftru<fted 
in bis, by thoie who have perverted and 
abufed the revelation which God hath 
given them. Such is the human mind 
««»fo fallen, foloft to the poiTeilion and 
love of truth~that it will fuffer itfelf 
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to be led blindfo]di<into the atknolrledgf 
mont of propofitioQS jj^ii true^ which eveft 
the outward fenfes demonftrate to \i^f4^lje, / 
^itnefs the abfurd, uaproiitable, ^Ifr 
cootradidtory notipn of tt^f^ui>fi(tn^tm$ 
ivhoie antiquity^ ^nd,,umverjai rec^tion and 
Veneration in the church of Rome^ hvfc 

Srevailed on men to relinquifh thf^d^moi^ 
ration of their outward fenfe^; and to 
embrace a fye, though it b^r$ its owjn de« 
tedtion upon the face of it. 

^ Tlie credulity of the human mind wai 
hardly ever more plainly evinced^ than 
by an experiment which was tried upon 
the f^ublic about thirty years ago:-~A 
certain noble Duke was conyeriing on thit 
lubjcCl with fome company at his own 
houiV, ;uul luiJ— -'* He was certain that 
•* no AbllirditY could be propofed, which 
*• mankind would not believe. I dare 
*• i\v'' continues he, ** that if it was 
** advertised in the papers, that at one 
** of the tir^::res a nun would get into 
•• a ^*Mrf-iht:L\ tlie houfe: would be 
'• crowvlcxi* ' This >ras thought to be 
carrying the matter too far. " No,'* faid 
h:y G'AV* •• if you will proniiie to keep 
** my counfeU I will try the cxpcri- 
*• ment." Accordingly it was announced 
in one or more of the papers^ that •* at 

" fuch 
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•* fuch a theatre^ on fuch an evbnifig^ a 
^ man, with ill his ckaths cJfli W(*«il' 
" come on tfe ftage, get Infb ii^mrt'-^ 
•* ^^///^/ and there play feveral iuriti on 
^ the GerfHakJkte:\ The ^^^% aitlv-' 
cd, the expefithent fuccecded, the hbttie 
was full from tbp to bottofti ; fluttr- 
bers fried to get places, bit wefe forceiff 
to go away for waht of room. The com- 
pany waited patiently i confiderableiithe^ 
at laft they grew noily, and calltJd, but 
in vain, fot thfe drt^'i thfen they bcgklT 
to be angfy irtd riotous, infiftihgort i re-^ 
turn of their money ^ which they had pd^ 
at going in; this was equally vain, the 
ofices were all locked up, the receivers 
decamped with a large fum, which, it 
was faid, was afterwards diibibol^ aoiiong 
fome public charities. 

If the human mind is capable o( fuch 
impoiitions as thefe, in things wherein 
the outward fenfei muft be fuppoled t6 be 
competent Judges, what muft it not be 
capable of oelieving, where fpiritual and 
invifible things are the c^jefts pro|)lofed 
to it ? mofe efpeciaily when thofe objecSts 
are prefented before it under the venerable 
guite of piety and religion, and are recom- 
mended to its obfcrvance by the authority 
^Mf^g^f cuJlom^zwiL lam? 

Vol. II. ^ A s^ That 
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two wives at once, which the fcriptures 
do not condemn, more feverely than the 
dejiling the wives qf other men, which the 

feripturefi 

6f fchafiity, dr that diall prefer the ftate of mar-, 
riage to virginity and chaftity. 
^ 6; Or that the prbhibitions of marriage, in certain . 
timeis of the year is fuperftition, or (hall con- 
demn the benedidlions and other ceremonies, 
f have feleded therej5^»9i/7/ determinations of that 
famoys.Pd^i^ councrl, that the reader may be ap^ 
prized of the origin of fyftematical oppofition and 
ifontrariety io the divine law. Ab inferis ad Romam, 
a Roma ad nofe; As to the matter 6f polygamy^ I 
cannot^ ftom the hiftofy of thofe times, have the 
leaft doubt of its being branded with a cur^e on 
fuch as fhould aflert its '* not being conjtrary to th^ 
•* law of God," in order to make Luther^ Zuing^ 
liusy Bucer^ Melan^hon^ and the other reformers^ 
the hiore odious in the fight of the Urorld j they having 
given this as their, opinion^ in the'bufinefsof P^V/^ 
jLandgra'Oe of tiejffi. 

I the more readily believe thi^i becdule niahy of 
the moft celebrated fopijb writers, as Durandus i. 
St. Portiarij in the 14th CQntxiry-^ Jlphonfus Toftaim, 
^ifhop of j/i/ZA?; in the 15th century — and particu- 
larly Cardinal Cajetatiy who difputed with Luther at 
Jtugjburgj in the i6th century— do confefs — that 
** il i>Iurality of .wives is lawful, according to the dli- 
^ vine law» and that it hath no indecency in it by 
** the law of nature ; but it would be lawful even 
^^ topriefts,unlefs prohibited by thedifciplineof the 
** Q)^\XTcW*'^^JuredivinouxorumpluralitaUmeffi Itci^ 
, taphidquenaturalljutenullam habere indecent iam quin 
ar faardoiibui hoc licit urn fbre^ nift ecclefiajiica prohih^ 
r^ntur. difiiplina. Cardinal Bellarmine acknowledges 
ihc fame— Lib. i. Dc Matr. c. 10. See before, p. 

A a 2 Raimld 
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fcriptures do condemn to capital punijh^ 
ment — that the whole legiflative body 
of this kingdom fhould detefmine it 
to be agmnft the law of God that a 
clerk in orders ihould many; that this 
fhould be made felony ^ in both far-- 
tieSf as alio in thofe who ihoald only 
maintain it to be lofxfsd: — ^that all theie 
things ihould gain iiich an aieendency 
over the minds of men^as, in their turns, 
to be believed as fo many folemn ttuths 
ofreliffon, affbrds, furely, reafon enou^ 
for every thinking man to be upon Us 
guard, and to examine well into the foun- 
dation of things before he makes them ar« 
tides of his creed. 

When the holy icriptures are applied 
to in a pafrtial and defultory manner, words 
taken out oi fentences-^fentences from the 
entire text^^texts wrefted from the context 
—the context from the rejl of the fcrip- 
tures, and then the found of the words 

RaiH9Udc lib. Apoc. Urn. u prakff^ exprdsly (aith 
— ^** Cajctanus aflerit pluralitatem uxonim nufquam 
^^ a Deo prohiberi, adeoque Paulum^ cum ipifcopum 
^^ vetet habere plures uxores, reliquis concedere." 
^* Cajetan afierts, that a plurality of wives is no 
*^ where prohibited by God, And therefore Patdf 
^* when he forbids a Bijbop to have a plurality of 
** wives, grants it to $tbcr$.^* Sec before, vol. i. 

P* ao5« 

detached 
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detached from their 7?»^— matters arfe 
ftill made worfe, the deception is ftrength** 
ened by the fuppofed authority of fcrip- 
ture, and Error, having counterfeited the 
feal of ^rutbj thus commends itfelf to 
the minds and confciences of men. 

A little before our blejfed Savour left 
-this world. He thus prayed for His dif^ 
cipki-^frnt for them onfy, but for them 
ayb which Jhoidd believe on Him through 
their word-^John xvii. 17, 20.) SanBify 
Ihem through Thv truth, Thy WORD IS 
fTRUTH. Whatever contradifts that 
Word muft be a lye, for no lye is of the 
truth. I John ii. 21. However j/&frr^ 
thefe lyes may have become, by people's 
efpoufing them as truths, under notions of 
purity and holinefs, yet are they of their 
father the Devil, who, when hejpeaketb a 
lye, Jpeaketb of his own, for he is a lyar, and 
the father of it. John viii. 44. Whatever 
will bear the teft of the Hebrew fcripture, 
muft be true — but if it will not bear 
this, we may be certain it is falfe, how- 
ever it may be dignified with the opinions 
of the learned zxi^ pious, or come recom- 
mended to us under the fand:ion of the 
higheft human authority. I much qnefp 
tion whether fuperjiition and error owr 
their afcendency over the minds of pro-- 
A a 3 feffing 
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felling Cbrijiians to any thing more, than 
to detaching the Old and New Teifta-, 
mcnts from each other, and thus, look-^ 
ing upon the latter as an entire new 
fyftem, unconnefted withy and independr 
ent on^ the former. Whereas, in truth 
?ind in fadt, the New Teftament owes its 
whole importance and glory to* the He^ 
brew fcriptures ; it is entirely built upon 
them ; we therefore find a conftant refcr 
rence to them throughout the whole New 
Teftament. Search the fcriptures^ they 
tefify of Me. John v. 39. — For if ye had 
believed Moses,^^ would have believed Me^ 
for he wrote of Me ; but if ye believe not 
his writings, how Jl:all ye believe My words? 
John V. 46, 47. Here, by the way, I 
would alk, how it is poffible to conceive, 
that OUR Lord ihould appeal to thq 
writings ^ Moses for the truth of what 
he fpakc, if his words eflentially differed 
from them ? T'hey have Moses and the 
prophets jf let them hear them — Luke xvi. 29* 
And in that exquifitcly fine apology of 
Paul before Agrippa, Ads xxvi. he de- 
clares, that he faid nothing in his public 
miniftry, but what Moses and the pro- 
phets did fay Jloould come to pafs. As we 
find fome of the books of the Old Tefta- 
pient refer to others preceding, fo do we 
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find the New Teftameat referring itfelf 

for its authority to the Old Teftament; 

' which fhews, that both together form one 

'connefted fcheme^ one uniform plan of 

' dhine wifdom and truth. The gojpel in 

* the Old Teftament, and the gojpel in the 

New Teftament, differ only as Xhtjhadow 

of a man upon a wall differs from the 

ima^e of the fame perfon feen in a glafs ; 

we fee the reprefentation o£ the Jahie iden- 

tf cal perfon xn hoth cafes, only more dif- 

*tinftly arid plainly in the fatter. The 

law bad a Jhadow of good things to come 9 

not the very image of the things, fjelj. x. i^ 

But under the New Teftament, we all 

with open face (the veil of the typical 

difpenlation being removed) behold, as in 

a glafs, the glory of the Lord. 2 Cor. 

iii. 18. 

It is ever to be remembered, and 
therefore c^not be too much or too of- 
ten inculcated^ that though the Bible 
€onfifts of different bgoks, written at 
different and diftant times, by different 
penmen, yet one apid the fame truth per* 
vades the whole; one uniform dejign 
appears ; nor is there, throughout, the 
leaft appearance of a departure from \t ; 
4— the reafon of which is, -that the Au- 

/ A a 4 THOR 
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fif Cbrijiianityy mixed with the ajicie;jt 
philofophy of the Perfiansp in which he 
had been inftruftied in his youth— -and to 
eftjiblifli a fchcme o£ purity, hlinefs, and 
mortification, which, an^ong other things* 
confided in total abftinence froro mar^ 
riage, and all comforts which arife from 
the bonds of conjugal tendernefs— Jie 
affirmed that the Old Teftament was not 
the work of Gop, but of iht princf ^ 
darknefs, who was fubftituted by the 
y^ws in the place of the true Gop : and 
afterwards, finding that the New Tef^ 
tament would not fully anfwer the dcr- 
jGigns of this enormous fanatic, he threw 
a total difcredit on the four Gojpels^ 
the A£is of the Apojiles, and on PauVs 
Epijiles, and fupplied their place by. a 
gojpel which he pretended tp be didated 
to him by God himfelf. See MoJbeinZt 
Machines edit. vol. it 155. 

Another fanatic arpfe in this century, 
whofe name was H/Vr^Ar-«^who naain- 
tained, that " the principal objedt of 
♦• Christ'$ miniftry was, the promul« 
*^ gation of a njew LA^y, vnovQfevere 
•* and perfeS than that of Mofesy and 
** from hence he concluded, that the 
^* ufe of Jkjb^ wine, wedlock, and cjf 
|o ^^ thin|;s 
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endeavour of every writer on religious 
Aibjefts ^ the moment we lofe fight of 
thefe, we muft be loft in endlefs mazes 
of contradiftion and inconfiftency— how 
can it be othcrwift, if the book^ froqi 
whence we muft derive the matter of 
our difcourfe, be inQonJiJient with it^ 
felf? 

In vain are we a// called upon — 1 Cor- 
\. 10. — to Jpeak the fame thing — that 
there be no diviJiQns among ui-^that we 
be perfeSlly joined together in the fame 
mind and in the fame judgment — if the 
facjred writers of the Old and Neyir 
Teftament are at variance — or if Moses 
faid one thing and Christ another— 
or if God can be fuppofed to differ 
from himfelfi — for thefe confequences 
cannot be avoided, if there be one 
law of lefs purity in the Old "Tejianlenf^ 
and another of greater purity in the 
^ew Tejlament. 

This latter notion has filled the 
world witji more enthufiafts, fanatics, 
j^nd mad religionifts, than convents and 
cells could contain; it has peopled de- 
farts, caves, dens, and forefts, with an- 
chorets, hermits, demoniacs, and other 
^ild and gloomy mortals, who have 
feprefci^t^d human nature under fuch a 

form, 
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form, as almoft to cotintc;iaftcc the Ma-' 
nicbaan notion of the creation of the world 
by thfi prince of darknefs. 

It were cndlefs to attempt a reca-* 
pitulation of all the mijcbkfs which 
oave arifen^ from fetting the Old Tcf- 
-tament and the iVfrw at variance— and 
from contending that the holy law, or 
rule fif life, whitfh God revealed for 
die government of the Jews, is not 
^Jb^ly and pure enough for Christi- 
ans. 

The condemnation of marriage ^ and 
other inftances of rebellion againft the 
nmfiom of God» are but a part of 
that Jpiritual mckednefs^ which, through 
the prevalence of this notion, has ta- 
ken poffeffion of fo great a part of 
mankind — thofe mi/chiefs w^hich are the 
fubjefts of this treatife^ all flow, as has 
been before obferved, from the fame 
principle, though they opcJrate in a dif- 
ferent manner. — I- know not that the fd^ 
tiatic *, who took it into his head to 
live for thirty^feven years together on 
the top of an high pillar y by way of 
devotion, hurt any body but himfelf. 

* See an account of this ftllar^fainti and his 
Cea, I Mofli. p, 254, 

unlefs 
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unlcfs it were thafo who wefft frtod 
enough tO' follow his example :-^,buff 
when the kw of jufikiy mtCy^ Jftid 
rra/i6 (for fuch is the moral law of Od*V'^ 
is laid afide, for a fyftera of the lifiWft 
atrocious bafenefs afld cniclty, \*^hiefe 
diffohes all mafrkgi^emfagt whaffo*.^- 
ver, and renders aJl fecul^it) %x\^^ 
thcrefronif utterly nult artd tofW, tJflkfs 
ratified hy human autiiority'^thiii tsiyittg 
afide the law wbki Wia gh)en iy ji^^ 
fis^ andihihflAg ite obligatioA^^ aiidfev^ 
ting up a M^'tt^ Um^ not of God's df-^ 
daining^ but of matCs dtoicey is (fcveftly 
felt by thofe, whofe aggf sweated fuffbfu 
ings are the natural and infallibld cdn-** 
fequences^ of it. 

As for the moral law, it is^ founded in 
the relation which men bear to Gary iM 
one another ; and therefore, as that reUt^ 
tion is incapable of alteration, change, 
addition, or diminution— -but muft ev«r 
remain one and tfae^^^^-*— fo muft that tiili 
of life aisd CoraiuSly which was eftabliihed 
iy that law. Therefore, when our bUffei 
Saviour> who came not to deftrt^j but 
to magnify the kWf and make it homurdkki 
If. xlii. di. and thh by His own pef|^, 
finlefs, and moft holy obedience, tven unto 
death, is fumming up 4be whole UAd<^ 

' ■ ' two 
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/tod general heads, which He cailis tiid 
tHoa great commandments of the law, H6 
fays. On tbefe twd commandments hang (or 
depend) all the law and the prophets.-^ 
There is not, wtc^ (not there was not in 
the days of Mofes, but) there is not now,( 
Mf otAer commandment greater than thefei 
MztX. xxii. 40. Mark xii. 31^ 

Hence, when the primitive Chrijlum^ 
and Fathers took it into their he^s to 
coofider the New Teflament as a diftind:- 
new iyftcm of faidi and manners, which 
abrogated the old law, and fet up for itfeff^^ 
they bid die foundation of the herefies 
and ertors which have infefted the church 
of Chuist, as vpL otfier things fo with 
reipeA to ss^jTriage. Had they interpreted 
what Christ laid on the fubjed: of celt- 
iacf, not by detaching the words, and 
taking them by their y^ziW, but by com- 
paring them with the Old Teftamenty 
thus taking them by their Jen/e, they 
would not have iligmatized God's holy 
ordinance of marriage as an impure and 
carnal thing, and accordingly have 
thought the married lefs h6ly and pure 
than tlie unmarried — they would uot- 
have treated it as merely allowable (much 
lefs, like tlie blafphemy of Jerome, have 
reckoned it, as fopie did, anjong the 

..7 things 
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things qua funt per fe mala ac vitiofa}f 
but as a thing commendable, yea, ^6^-; 
nourable in all. Heb. xiii. i. They would 
not have raved, as they did^ zgunHfecond 
marriages, calling them little better than-^ 
whoredom ar^d adultery^ and holding men\ 
as heathens and publicans who entered intpt 
them ; but they would have i^tn in tl\c 
Old Teftament, that when meq, though; 
already marriedy took fecqnd wives, fuch 
marriages were approved, blefled, owned, 
and even promoted by God Himfelf. — ► 
Thus would they have learned mt to have 
condemned the guiltlefs. In fhvt, they, 
would have feen that marriage, in all the 
forms in which it appeared in the Old 
Teftament, was an obedience to that firft^ 
command uttered with the jirji blejing 
from Heaven — Be fruitful, and multipif^ 
and replenijlo the earth — that their fchemes 
of celibacy, and their other reftraints of 
marriage, under notions of greater purity 
andperfeSHon, were oppofite to that com- 
mand, and tended to the deftruftion of 
the human fpecies — and that there was no 
more difference between their plans of 
£cignod * chq/lity, and murder, than be- 
tween 

♦ For, after all, the chajli^y they pretended to 
was but ill obferved. Witnefs the proceedings of 
the clir^ in the third century, who, to humour the 

people, 
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frotA tlic days of the primitive Ckrijitani 
and fathersy abundantly declares, efpe- 
cially that part of it which refpcds the 
church of Rome. The celibacy of the 
clergy hath for* many ages been uiiivef" 
fal — millions of men and women have 
been taught to turn the particular and 
^rr^<?;7^7/ recommendations of 2l Jingle Itfe^ 
into general injuiiftions againft marriage 
itfelf; thus changing the truth of God 
into a fye, forbidding to marry ^ and fhut- 
ting themfelves up in convents, cloifters^ 
and other ' uncommanded retirements. 
Satan's grand plan is ftill carrying on 
among mankind, even where Protejiant^ 
ifm prevails, witnefs the numbers oi fe^^ 
males, who are daily rendered unfit fof 
the ends of marriage hj projlitution. This 
would not be, if mt fat her of lyes had not 
taught us to abrogate thofe falutary and 
beneficent laws of God^ which were en- 
a£l:ed in heaven, and delivered to Mofes 
on Mount Sinai, to prevent this foul dif- 
grace, and fad deftrudion of the female 
fex ; and to fubftitute others, which ren- 
der it movfifcfe for a man to ruin an hun- 
dred virgins, than to Jieal a fx-pence. 

* Bifllop Newton^ in his ingenious and learned 
Diffl on Proph. vol. ii. p. 444, Teems to date the 

Srohibition oi priefls marriage, bv public authority, 
» early as the council of Eltberis. in Spaiti'^ 
Anno 105. 

VoL.IL Bb A» 
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.As far as this is attended with depopulation 
—which it muft be in proportion to the 
numbers oivfomttifeJuced^ and abandoned 
to projiitution — fo tzx doth Satan fucceed 
in the deftruf^ion of the bumamjpecies. 

In this, and in nuny other ways, which 
have been mentioned in thefe volumes^ doth 
the enemr of God and man find his ac« 
coimt, n^om the fubftitution oi human in^ 
vention in the place of divine legisla- 
tion ; which laft, in every part of it, the 
more clofely it is cohfidered, the more it 
appears calculated to obviate thofe mif- 
cniefs, and to prevent thofe calamities, 
which, as human nature is now conftituted, 
form fo large and fatal a part oi female 
mifery. 

How to confiderable a portion of the 
Chrifiian world could ever be brought, 
through a long fuccefiion of ages, to ima- 
gine it poflible tijat a jot or tittle of the 
DIVINE LAW could ever pafs away — or 
that the change which has been fuppofed, 
could be derived from dircine autbority-^^xt 
that God could be Itfsprcvident for the prth- 
teBion znd fecurity of the weaker fi:x^ under 
the New-Tejiament difpen/atioHy than under 
that of the Old T^eftament — ^is one of thoie 
problematical qfi^Qions, which I freely own 
to exceed all the apprehenfion which I 
am mailer of. — ^I therefore leave it to be 
refolved by thofe, whoie genius for the 
9 . iKxplicaile, 
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ineicpKcabki may perhaps prompt ihctA td 
attempt a folution of it. 

' Ail that I can fay is^ that if once we fe- 
parate the New Teftament from the Old, 
and fet it up as a diftinSMem^ explaining 
the words by Xht found of theni, we may 
prove Christ ^repealer zxi6, oppofer oi 
God's iaw in mere inftances than one. Aa 
for example— Luke xiv* 26k — J^any man 
come teme, and hate not bis fat her and mother^ 
end wife and children^ and brethren andff 
tersy yeay and his own life al/b, he cannot be 
wy difciple. Howfever thelTe words may 

foundy yet, when rightly underftood, they 
are not to ItS^n filial duty — parental ox fUial, 
affection — brotherly love — to weaken the 
great duty oi felf-prefervation^ or to dif*- 
folve the conjugal union and affeiiion be« 
tween a man and his w^e; — but to ftiew 
that even thefe things, obligatory as they 
are in themfelves, are but oifecondary cbn-^ 
fideration, or indeed of no confideration 
at all, when they ftand in competition 
with doing or fuffiring for the glory of 
God, in the maintenance of his truth. 
So ver. 33. WhofoeH)er he be of you that 

fQrfaketh not all that he bath^ he cannot be 
my difciple. — This cannot mean, confift- 
ently with other fcriptures> that a man 
cannot be a Cbrijiian without he leaves 
his wife and family— friends and relations ^ 
and throws Ti\% fub^ance into the fea, and 
B b 2. himfelf 
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bimfelf^itt it;— but that he is to prefer 
the cauje of God i, with the lofs of all things, 
(fee Phil. iii. 7, 8.) to the whole world 
(fee Matt. xvi. 26.) when in times of 
difficulty and danger, for the truth's £ike^ 
hfe muft cither forfake one or the other. 
This, however, is not merely a NewTefta- 
ment doftrine, or fomething impofcd by^ 
new law of Christ — it is all to be looked 
upon as an exemplification of. the ^^ry^ 
great commandment of the Icm — ^Inni JbuH 
lave the Lord thy God, with all tbine^ 
hearty with all thy mind^ with all thyfouh 
and with all thy firength. Matt. xxii. 37* 
Mark xii. 23. Accordingly we find ex- 
amples of as eminent martyrs under the 
Old Teftament as under the New, as 
may be feen Dan. iii. 14 — 23. Dan. vi. 
io, 16. See alfo 2 Maccabees vi. and 
vii. Heb. xi. 33, &c. — who forfook 
all for the caufe of God, and loved not 
their lives even to the death. But when 
people began to feparate the New Tefta- 
ment from the Old, and tofet up Christ 
as a broacher of a newfyjlem^ eftablifhed 
on new lawsj then folly, being fet at work 
by ignorance, pride, and felf-righteoufnefs, 
began to devife plans oi piety and holinefs, 
which were to be more pure and perfei^ 
than the laws of Got>. Hence arofe vows 
of perpetual chajiity, voluntary poverty, 
and numberlefs uncommanded mortifica- 
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tions, and refufals of the good creatures of 
God, which He hath commanded to be re-* 
cehed with thankfgrving ofthofe whoielieve 
and know the truth y i Tim. iv. 3. Hence 
alfo, as has been obferved, canie the difpa-* 
ragement of marriage-^xiti^ condemnation 
ofy?re?«^ marriages — the reprobation oipo^ 
fygamy. — ^Thefe things might do very well 
Tor fuch dwarfs in grace as Enoch— Abra-* 
ham — Ifaac— Jacob — David, See. ; but as 
the Chrijiians began to think, that what 
they called the Cbrijiian law was more holy 
2JidLperfeSl than the law of Mofesy fo they 
invented fchemes by which tney were to 
think themfelves more holy than the be- 
lievers of old time, whom they efteemed 
to live under a lefs pure and hofy rule of 
ttfe, than what they ignorantly called the 
law g^T Christ. This blajphemy againft 
God's mojl holy law (for it was no better) 
^pafled for very exalted piety y and was a 
part of that myjiery of iniquity , which at 
length branched itfelf into fa many order? 
of monks — nuns-^friars — hermits-^ancho^ 
retSy among the Papijis — and fo many fa- 
natical v^dld y?(^x among the ProteftantSy 
well defcribed by the ingenious author oif 
Hudibrasy where he fays-— 

Religion (pawn* d a various rout 
Of^ petulant capricious feffSy 
The maggots if corrupted texts* • 

B b 3 Nearly 
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Nearly allied to all this was the inven- 
tion of a number of human rites and cere^ 
monies^ which were to attend upon the 
^ditmnces of God, and which in procefs 
of time began to be miftaken for the ar^ 
dtnances tkemfehes^ or at leail fo effentinl 
a part of tnem, as that the bratnances 
were looked upon as n^/i^ii^j^ without them. 
Baptlfniy which fimply confined in dipping 
a pcrlon in water, or pouring water upon 
them, in the name of the coer^bkjfed Tri»- 
NiTY, was to be accompanied with ritef 
of hum^n invention^ and ceremonies of 
mans device, or clfe it was good for no- 
thing— fuch as anointing-sprayers — import 
Jition of bands'^tbe Jign of the crofs^eoc^ 
orcifmsfalt-^fpittle — and ctxX2in fureties 
called godfathers and godmothers. — So the 
facrament of the LorSs Supper, as fimple 
an inftitution as the other, and conHfied 
in eating bread and drinking wine in re- 
membrance of Christ's death znAJacri- 
fee, was loaded with rites and ceremonies, 
by which, in procefs of time, a piece of 
wafer was fuppofed to become thtfiejh"-^ 
bones — body — and blood of ^ man, nrft to 
be nvorfhipped and then eaten. No marvel 
then that marriage, whca the Popifh vi- 
fionary, Peter Lombard, had found it out 
to be 2i facrament, and Pope Innocent III» 
threw the admiivf^ration of it into the 
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hands of the priefis^ fhould Ufo have ce- 
remonies invented and annexed to ir^ 
which, by degrees, wrought upon the 
credulity znA ft^erftitian of the people, lb 
as to obfcure we real nature of the infti'- 
tution, as ordained of God, be put in its 
place, and, in length of time, be mif- 
takcn for the thing it/elf. Superjiition is 
always ready to give an helping hand fo 
jfuch fort of things, by obtaining the 
fandtion of cuftom for their fupport. Still 
the ordinances of God are juft the fame 
in themfelves and by themfe^ves, as well 
as in their validity y operation^ and effeSl i 
they are not added to in thefe refpefts by 
the inventions of men ^ nor diminijhed by the 
want of them. What nioas bapt^in when 
Christ ordained it^ is baptifm ftill— 
what was the facrament of the Lord's 
fuppery is ftill the fame — and that which 
made a woman a man's wife^ when it was 
faid — they fhall be onefefhyxnzk^s her fo 
at this moment, and will do to the end of 
the world. — This is clearly laid down in 
the New Teftament, as well as in the Old 
Teftament, by Christ^ Matt. xix. 6. and 
St. Paul, I Cor. vi. i6. See before, vol. i* 
p. 1 8. The various alterations which the 
fuperfiition oi fome have introduced into 
thefe matters, and which the credulity of 
otber$ have received, ftill leave the things 
B b 4 themfelves 
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2$, 29# which pofitively forbid it, and 
which neither man nor angel can invali- 
xkte the force and obligation of. 

That the obfcrvance of thefe laws mufl: 
be attended, in fome inftances, with po-- 
fygany, is certain. ^The all-wife legijlator 
muft forefee this, as nothing can be 
hidden from Him— yet no exception, no 
qualifying claufe, no rcftricStion, is found 
' in thefe laws as to the circumftances or 
fituation of the man ; and that no fuch 
thing was intended, appears, not only from 
the conftrudion of the Hebrew words 
— B^^N ♦D — if any man — but alfo from 
the evident care which is taken of the ho- 
nour of the feventh commandment, by 
adding the words nKHK vh — non defpon- 
iata — not betrothed — to the defcription of 
the damfel.'-^Som^ fuch exception mufl: 
certainly have been found with regard to 
the man, if the honour of that law had 
been endangered by polygamy on his fide^ 
as on the fde of the woman. Another 
reafon why no exception is made, is, the 
apparent objefts of thefe laws themfelves 
• — which were, to fecure the validity and 
obligation of the marriage ordinance, ix^ 
that no man fhoujd put away and aban- 
don the virgin he had taken ; thus alfo to 
fecure anid potefl: the weaker fex from 
feduftion and dereliiSlion, confpq^^^^^y 
ivom projiitutioni thus to prevent wbore^ 

dom 
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dqm ^6, fornication^ and all other evils 
ariiing from wanton and caufelefs Ji^ 
vorces. But even polygamy itfelf was re- 
gulated and circumfcribed : it did not 
follow that a man might take any num- 
ber of wives he plcafed, becaufe he might 
take more than one. The maintenance 
and provifion, as well as the due communi-^ 
cation of bis per/on^ (called by Mofes 7\ysf 
^-^duty of marriage^ Exod. xxi. lo. and 
by St. Paul, I Cor. vii. 3. 'O^€/A0fi^yi]y 
*E:;voiav — due benevolence) were not to be 
withdrawn from any frji or preceding 
wife ; fo that much depended on the cir- 
cumflances of the man. — All beyond* 

* Doubtlefs in this, as in all things elfe, which, 
however lawfpl or innocent in themfeives, may be- 
come finful by abufe and excefs, we may fay with 
Horace-^ 

Eft modus in rebus— funt certi dent que fina^ 
^os ultra citraque nequit conjtftere reSfum* 

Some certain mean in all things may be found, 
To mafk our virtues, and our vices bound. 

Francis, 
That pohgamy is lawful in itfelf^ and in many cafe$ 
expedient (lee before, p. 192, 193, n.) in fome duty 
(fee vol. J. 268, n. 297—8.) none can deny, who 
will yield to the teftimony of the fcripture, and 
plain matter of fa£l. But where it is entered upon 
with no other view than to pamper the appetite, and 
to indulge a love of variety, it degenerates into 
ruil\ and feems to be to marriage^vi\i2X gluttony an4 
drunkennefs, and excefs of apparel, are tpy^^^and 
raiment — a fmful, becaufe a forbidden, abufe of law- 
ful and neceffary things. See before vol. 1. preface, 
xxii. xxiii* and this vol* p. 324 and n. 

^ this 
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this was called multiplying mves, and, 
. like other unreafonable excefles, forbid* 
den even to perfbns of rcyal dignity. 
Deut. xvii. i6, 17. What Solomon fuf- 
fercd for his ncgledt of this law, may be 
fecn, I Kings xi. i— 14. 

I have faid fo much on this fubjeft of 
polygamy, becaufc it is fo little underflood, 
owing to its being taken for granted to 
hejinfuls becaufe every body is taught to 
believe fo, though the reafon of this be- 
lief is not to be found in God's word, 
but in the imaginations of people, who 
derive their notions upon the fubje<5l 
from prejudice and vulgar error 9 juft as ^ 
the Papt/is do their notions of purgatory 
QY praying to faints. However, it is highly 
neceflary that every part of the divine 
plan for regulating the commerce of the 
fexes fhould be confidered upon the foot- 
ing of the divine law^ that all ftumbling- 
blocks may be removed out of the way 
of that retributive jujtice fo ftrongly com*- 
inancjed in that law to every man, znd there^ 
/ore which every man owes to the virgin 
whiph he has pijce received iff to bif poffefr- 
fori. Declaring polygamy to be ^fn^ th^t 
it ijs ztranfgrejpon of the lavf, when there is 
jio^law againf): it, is, to fay the lead 

* Wfiiri na law is, tbire is no iranjgrejjion. Roni. 
iv. 15. ^in is npt impute4 when f^erc is n9 /^V« 
Jlom, V. 13. 

of 
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Books^ were publicly and ignomlnioufly 
burnt, and hundreds of the wifeft and 
beft of men were committed to the flames, 
are now xSxt Jlandards oi owx national fait h 
—when he recolledts, that being a bigamiji, , 
or twice fucceflively to be married, was 
once infamous f but now honourable — that 
for a clergyman to marry at all was, a little 
more than two hundred years ^go^ felony"^ 
both in the man and wife — but that now: 
the truth of fcripture prevails, and mar^ 
riage is honourable in all — when he 

refledls 

devifed. In 1557 his body was dug up, and burnt, 
together with that of Fagiusj for herejy—sind the 
very churches^ where they had been buried, laid 
under an interdi^. 

Another proof this, of the tvi/domjiind ^ability of 

HUMAN OPINION ! 

See Burnet Hift. Ref. vol. ii. 163, 345. 

♦ The words of this moft horrible law, 3 1 H. VIII. 
c. 14. are—" or any man which is or hath been 
•* a prie^9 do carnally ufe any woman, to whom 
•* he is or hath been married^ or with whom he 
*• hath contrafted matrimony, or openly be con- 
•• verfant or familiar with any fuch woman, both 
** die man and the woman fhall be adjudged/r/w/x.'* 

Let us fuppofc a prie^ indifted on this ftatute— 
he is arraigned, and pleads not guilty. In the courfe 
of the trial it comes out, that the woman in quef- 
Cion is a common harlot 5 his intimacy with her is 
movtij but no marriagi. — He muft be acquiUed. — So 
if the woman was proved to be only the wife of another 
man.— Hext whoredom or adultery^ fairly proved, 
'would have faved the man*s lik-^marriage would 
ksve jleftroycd it. 

On 
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reflcf(fts that '' if any taught their chil- 
•* dren the Lord's Prayer-^thc Ten 
" Commandments — and iApqftles Creed, in 
•* the vulgar tongue, it was crime enough 
*^ to bring them to the Jiake^ as it did 
^ men and a woman at Coventry ^ in the 
paffion - week^ ' 5 ' 9 •*' — (See Burnet 
Hift. Ref. vol. i. p. 31.)— but that 
BOW, on the baptifm of our children, a 
folemn charge is given to the fponfors, 
that — ^^ they cin^y provide tnat the 
•* children may learn the Creed^-^tht 
•* LoKD'sPrayer — 2ind the T'en Command^ 
** ments, in the vulgar tongue*' — -I fay, 
when the author refleAs on thefc and 
many other inf):ances of the like kind, he 
owns himfelf inclined to adopt the advice 

On the Tame principles, let us argue as to an 
indidtment for bigamy on i Jac. c. ii, where the 
laid peccadillos of whoredom or adultery would equally 
befriend the prifoner. 

Then let us afk ourfelves — how much wifer^ or 
/n^r/conformable to God's law^ this is than the other t 

This age has learned to look upon the fir/i of 
the above Taws with indignation and juft abhorrence 
— as no Joubt/«/«r^ ^g^h if the world grows tuifer as 
it grows older J will look upon the fecortd* 

Be it remembered, that, in both cafes, the man 
is indicted as a capital offender — his life put in 
jeopardy for fuppofed crimes, which the divine law 
no where condemns — and that his life is faved, by 
only having committed one or other of what ar»M« 
pital offences by the law of Heaven^^ox by ckumiQg 
the benefit of clergy if convit^ed. 

2 •«£ 
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of the wifeft of the fans of men— EccL 
xi. I .'^Caft thy breud upon the waters^ for 
thou p^alt find it after many daysy^^^xA not 
to be without hope that a day may come 
—when <?^tf//^rj^— ^which, though it be 
the moft malignant fpecies oi robbery^ does 
not amount with us to the guilt of a petty 
iarceny-^v/ill becohie terrible even to think 
of, much more fb to perpetrate, when 
men cannot indulge their ^/a:/A^;?/ry but at 
the peril of their lives. A time may alfo 
come, when feducftion, proftitution, and 
the ruin of the weaker fex, fhall be put a 
ftop to, by our adopting the falutary pro- 
vifions of the divine law — when child-mur^ 
der, female fuicidey and all the other dif- 
mal eiFedls of men's villainy, falfhood, 
and treachery, fhall be prevented — when 
fear zndijhame fhall no longer be the con- 
comitants of God's own ordinance, but the 
magiflrate, as in Ifrael, be armed with a 
fufficient power to enforce a public recog- 
nition of it : — then will marriage be pro- 
moted — population increafed — God .ho- 
houred — millions faved from dcflrudionl 
To recommend all this is the pur- 
pofe of thefe pages. — As for the Au^i 
thor — Modb hac tibi, leSlor Chrifiiane^, 
ufui finty quemvis authorem fingiio — All 
Wiat remains for him, is, to endeavour 
not to be mifunderfiood. He therefore 
. Vol. II. C c defires 
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defires to conclude^ with explaining him* 
ielf^ as to thofe errors, which ap* 
pear to him to refult from the prefentj^ 
tern of things, and which, therefore, Jw 
would wifh to be reified in the appice^ 
heniions of mankind. 
I. 
That the God and Creator of all 
things \b not the fole legiQative pow^r, 
with refpedt to the moral aftiona of Hii 
reafonable creatures, as diey relate toHiME^ 
SELF .—Therefore, 

2. 

That the laws, cuftoms, and inveitti^t 
of men, are to fuperfede, and fet ^^fidey 
tfle obligations of die divine law. — ^Thcre* 
fore, 

3- 
That marriage is not that which God's^ 

law makes it, but that which has b^n 

cftabliihcd by the authority of the church 

of U^/^^— adopted by Protejlants-^zrx^ 

confirmed by a£l of Parliament. — There* 

fore, 

4- 
Tn^ feduSlion^ &c. of virgins creates no 

jkgal obligation in the man to marry, or 

to provide for them in any wife, unlefs' 

an human ceremony be performed zr— on the 

contrary, they are to be reputed infa-* 

Mous — and, under the temptations of fear: 

andl 
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iiXiAJhaniei be reduced to the horrid aria 
unnatural barbarity of either murdering 
their infants^ in ordef to coneealment, 
thus expofing their own lives to the 
hands of the public fixecutioner-^oti 
tvith the lofs oi friends and reputation, 
be driven as vagabonds on the face of 
the earth, to feek a wretched main- 
tenance in common projiitution, and 
thus incur all the confequehces of dif- 
cafe, mifery, ruin, and deftruftion:— 
while the men, who are the guilty and 
inhuman authors of their calamities,; 
are under no refponfibility or obliga- 
tion whatfoever. 

5- 
The releafing and abfolving riieh from 

Utitxx promifesj vows, and even aathsj fo 
that no private contra<3: of marriage^ 
though '^ becoming matrimony by rt?;r- 
^^ fummatiori* (fee vol. i^ p; 30. and 
vol. ii. p. 56.) fliall be binding — to the 
great difhonour of Almighty God- — in 
defiance of his laws — and to expofing 
numbers of xh^ female fex to ruin and de- 
ftruiftion* And this by, 
6. 
Adding impediments, and laying dif- 
ficulties in the way of marriage^ which 
are not warranted by the law oEGod. 
Cc 2 7. That 
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7- 
Thac adultery J though ^ capital o^cDcr 

:\ :he law of God^ fubj^^ neither 
. aity to any indidment or profecution 
vvhacibever, in any of our courts of 
criminal judicature^ and is of lefs pt' 
nd conlequence to the guilty parties 
than the flealing 2l Jix-pence. 
8. 
It being held no cauie of divorce from 
the band of matrimony^ without an a3 cf 
parliament^ none but the rich can do 
themfelves juftice^ or be at liberty to re- 
fort to that remedy^ to which they are 
intitled by nature^ reafon, and fcripture. 
—Therefore, 

9- 
It may be, and doubtlefs is, the fate 

of numbers of injured hufbands, either 
to cohabit with adulterous wives — or to 
be reduced to all the inconveniences and 
temptations of a Jingk Jiate^ without be- 
ing able to help themfelves ; and at the 
fame time to all the burdens and inconve^ 
niences of a married jiate, yet unavoidably 
deprived of all the comforts of it — to the 
grievous and irremediable diftrefs of the 
injured. 

lO. 

That polygamy is againft the law ctf 

God— 



[ 389 ] 

God — or, ** though allowed to the Jews 
** under the law-^ytt is in no cafe 
" lawful to Cbrijiians under the gofpelJ* 
By our law it is totally and indifcrimi- 
nately prohibited, on pain of death.— 
Hence it follows, that men who are 
once marriedy though deprived utterly 
of the ends and benefits of marriage^ by 
barrennefsj diftemper of mindf or difeafe 
of body, in their wives^— or unavoidably 
compelled to feparation, by the moft rea- 
fonable and juftifiabk caufes — muft be 
content to fubmit to all the inconveni- 
ences of r^/r^^g^— whether it be to the 
extinStion of their families, which is one 
means of depopulation^ or, the being ex- 
pofed to all the temptations to vice 
which attend an unmarried ftate, and 
to all their dreadful confequences, ra-^ 
ther than break through the laws which 
m^ have impofed on them, by ufing the 
remedy tp which they are intifled by the 
law of Gov. See before, p. 193 n, 

Thefe, and many other confequences 
of our prefent fyfteni which regards the 
commerce of the fexes^ equally dangerous 
to the peace, happinefs, comfort, and 
welfare of fociety, as well as deftruftive, 
lYipre efpecially to the weaker fex^ and 
diiJiQAQurable to the government of the 
C c 3 world. 
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worid^ as eftablifhed by the Suine Legtfia^ 
tor at Mount Sinai^ are what, from vifir 
ble and daily proofs, the author apprcr 
hends, call loudly for reformation. Thi^ 
on the bajis of that wife, holy, uniform^ 
and confident fyftem of moral govemr 
ment, which was not made for the rigbter . 
cus, (i. e. for man in a date of innocence 
and perfedion) but for the lawlefs and 
dybbedientf Sec. (i Tim. i. 9.) i. e. fo|: 
mankind in a fallen and corrupted 
ftate — and therefore necefifarily contain- 
ing many po/itive precepts^ which are 
wifely contrived to obviate the £ul 
confequences of thofe m/r, which, in 
a flafe of. innocence and perfedlion^ could 
not have exifted. 

To point out thefe defers — to fet 
forth their remedy on the evidence of 
DIVINE REVELATION — to rccommcnd 
the whole to the mofl ferious confi- 
deration of all men^ but more efpeci- 
ally to the legijlative powers— i^ the au- 
thor's real dejign. 

How this has been executed, is left 
to the reader to determine. 

As for favour^ the author ajks none. 
—If what he hath written be contrary 
to the law of God— he deferves it not— 
If, on the contrary, what hath been 

fubmitted 
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fubrtiitted to the reader; be agreeable 
to the divine law and testimony^p— 
the author puts himfelf entirely out of 
the queftion; and as for critics y cavil^ 
lersy objeSlors, and dijputers of this world 
—whether they be of the fedl of the 
SAiiBucBES, who fay there is no refur-^ • 
reBiony neither angel nor fpirit^-^or of 
the fta df the Pharisees, who con-^ 
Jefs both — ^but prefer tradition to fcrip- 
ture-^ 

^id curet LvsA latratus canum f 

Which, if the reader pleafcs, he may 
thus paraphrafe — 

As when, with radiant majefty, the Moon, 

In her full orb, afcends her higheft nooi^. 

The bark of.dogs, and howl of wolves, in vain 

Inftilt the glories of her peerlefs reign : 

Thus, beaming forth from Scripture s holy page. 

The* fbofiers cavil and oppofers rage, 

Fix*d in its facred orb, the Truth will fhine, 

JEycr be glorious— ever be divine. 

I conclude the whole, with recom- 
mending to the reader s ferious recol- ' 
Jedtiop and meditation, that moft fo- 
lemn, moft noble, and moft fublime 
tejiimonyj which Moses, thj: man op 
God, under the immediate infpiration 
of the Holy Spirit, bare to the ho- 
C c 4 linefs 
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linefs, perfection, purity, and tranfcen-r 
dent excellency of the Law op Jeho- 
vah. 

Deut. iy. 5. Sep. 
BeAoU, I have taught you ftatutes and 
judgment Sf even as the Lord ny God 
commanded me^ that ye Jhould do fo in 
the land whither ye go to pojfefs it. 
Keepy therefore^ and do thm ; for this 
is your wtjdom and your underftandmg 
in the Jight of the nations : which Jhall 
hear all these Statutes, and fay ^ 
^¥Tfb ^^^^ great pation is a wile and 
underjlanding people. For what nation is 
there fo greats who hath a God fi 
nigh unto them^ as the Lord our 
God is, in all things that we call upon 
Bim for ? And wloat nation is there fo 
great, that hath Statutes and Judg- 
ments so righteous, as all this 
Law which I fet before you this day ? 
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APPENDIX, N« I, 

Referred to vol. i. p. iii* 

In which the cafe of Hanriab—ti Sam. i.-r* 
is more particularly confidered. 

AS I fhould be forry to be mifled 
myfelf, fo I fhould be equally 
anxious not to miflead others, with refpe<3: 
to any fcripture quoted, referred to, or 
explained in the foregoing pages, and fb 
many of which have been employed to 
prove that polygamy is neither againft any 
law given before the Sinai-covenanty nor 
againft any law then delivered; confe- 
quently, is not Jinful-^or Jin is not imputed 
V)here there is no law — and where there is no 
law there is no tranfgrejjion. Rom. v. 13. 
iv. 15. 

As a proof of God*s own fentiments 
on the matter, I have produced the ftrik- 
ing inftance of Elkanah the Levite^ and 
his two wives J Peninnah and Hannah ; and 
by confidering Hannah as taken after, 
and in the life-time of Peninnah^ have 
drawn arguments, which appear to me 
conclufive, with regard to the main point, 
viz. that if polygamy was a tranfgrefSon 

.of 
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of the original injlitution of marriage— <ii 
thtfeventh commandment — or of any other 
f of true law of God, it is highly unrea- 
fonable and abfurd to fuppofe, that God 
fhould fo iignally blefsy and own it as 
lawful, in fo many inftances, and parti-- 
cularly in that of Hannah. — But I nnd it 
is an ufUal opinion, and that feveral com^ 
nfentators rather feem to embrace it, that 
Peninnab was ih^fecond wife^ and Hannah 
tbefrfti I have the more earneftly and 
more diligently examined the whole paf- 
lage, as willing to retract what I have 
ftid if it h^falfey as to abide by it if it 
be true. 

' The ground on which the opinion 
that Hannah was the frji wife is built, 
is a very uncertain one, viz. that ^^ Jhe is 
*^ * named frji:' i Sam. i. 2. But the 

very 

* The Hebrew words— /^''^t^ JiHi^— though they 
may be rendered Jirji and fecond^ yet are fo fre- 
quently ufed for one and the other (as in our tranf- 
Ution) that nothing conclufive can be gatheTcd 
from them in this place. See Exod. i. 15. Numb. 
xi. 26. Ruth i. 4. 2 Sam. iv. 2. The beft way Of 
confidcring the matter, is to advert to the whole of 
tfie following context J in which it appears, from 
many circumflances, that Hannah was the fecond 
or after-taken wife. 

And indeed there is a very natural and obvious 
reafoa why Hannah^ though the fecond-tzktn wife, 

diould 
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yjcry next fentence furniflies us with juft 
as good a reafon for fuppofing Hannah 
was the fecond, for there Penmnah ftands 
firfl — And Peninnah had children^ but 
Hannah had no children : — and the reafon 
Hill grows ftronger for fuppofing P^- 
ninnah to htjirjiy ver. 4. for there flie is 
not only mentioned^ii;;^, but has the pre- 
cedency of zjirji wife given her by her 
hufband Elkandhy who ferved htv Jirft of 
the peace-offerings : — And when the time 
was come that Elkanah offered^ he gave to 
Peninnah his wife^ and to all -her fons and 
daughters ^portions I but to Hannah he gave 
a more worthy portion y for he loved Hannah ; 
i. e. fhe was nis favourite^ as Rachel was 
Jacob's, Gen, xxix. 30. The cuftom of- 
placing the eldejijirjl was very antient, as 
we find. Gen. xliii. 33. And they fet, he-^ 
fore him J the eldeji according to his bintb-^ 

fliould yet'te named firfi in the beginning of the 
Aj^#ry— bccatife the fub/equent parts of it principaJly 
relate to her and her fon Samuel. 

For a like reafon we may fuppofe Shem to be menr 
tioned firft of the Jons of Noah — Gen. x. i. — though 
nottheeldeft, S){^»i and his defcendents being tkt' 
chief fubjeft of the^^TAi/ hiflory. 

So Alofis is commonly placed before jfarpn* 
(though three years younger) whereifoever they are 
named -together, Aldfes being the principal perfon 
treated of. . : , . 

right. 
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rigbtf and the youngejl according to bis 
youth — and be took and fent mejfes to them 
from before him ; but Benjamins was five 
times as much as any of theirs. Benjamin 
was diftinguiflied as the favourite of his 
brother Jofeph, tho' younger than all the 
reft; fo was Hannah^ the youngeft or 
after^taken wife, diftinguiftied as the fa-^ 
vourite of Elkanah, and though, as 
younge/l, htX^td after Pentnnah^ and her 
Jons and daughters, yet had a larger JharCj^ 
or, as it is mentioned in the margin, z 
double portion. This is our tranflation ; 
but the words D^OtJ r\T\^ HiD literally 
fignify — " a piece, part, or portion of the 
roafied meat^' — (ovat move choice part, we 
may fuppofe, which he had referved for her. 
Elkanah's love, and preference of Hannah 
in his affed:ions, would hardly have fuf- 
fered him to place her after Peninnah, if 
Hannah had not been the youngeft and 
after- taken wife; any more than Jofeph's 
afFeftion to Benjamin would have fuiFered 
him to have placed him below the reft 
of his brethren, had it not been againft 
all rule to have done otherwife. 

But if we look more deeply into this 

fcripture, we may gather from Hannah's 

fong, chap. ii. i — lo, a certain proof 

that Hannah was the fecond wife. The 

fong 
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jhiig itfelf is evidently prophiticaU it treats 
upon the fame fubjedl as that of the Vit-- 
gin Mary, which is recorded Luke u 
46 — 54; and thefe tivo wives ofRlkanab^ 
are fpoken of as typical of what fhould 
come to pqfs in the latter days^ when the 
yewsy the elder profeffing people of God, 
and who brought forth profeffing children, 
ihould becpme barren, and the poor barren 
Gentilis htcomc fruitful. Hannah fays, 
chap. ii. 5. The barren hath borne /even, 
and Jhe that hath many children is waxed 
feeble. A clear prophecy of the rejedlioil 
of the Jews J and the calling of the Gen* 
tiles, the former typified by Peninnah, and 
the latter by Hannah. So If. liv. i.*— al* 
luding to the fame interefting and wonder- 
ful events — fays^ Sing, O barren, thou that 
didji not bear % break forth into fnging, and 
cry aloud, thou that didji not travail with 
child', for more are the children of the defol- 
iate, than the children of the married wife, 
faith the Lord. In this view of thcf 
matter, Hannah muft certainly be thci 
fecond wife, as the Gentiles were called 
fubfequently to the Jews, or elfe the 
whole fimilitude of this prophetical tranf- 
adlion, as to the fulfilment of it, in the 
rejedtion of the Jews, and calling of the 
Gentiles, is deftroyed at once, ' 

For 
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For all dbefe reafonsj^ it is furely man}-» 
fcft, that Femnnahy who was a figure of* 
the "^ewsy. was the Jirji^taken wtfe^ and 
that Hannah^ who was a figure of the 
GentHe churchy was the fecond in paint oj 
time. Nor is it likely Wiat ElkanaA, hav- 
ing a wife whom he liked better^ fliould 
take another he; Uked w^r/?.— The contrary 
is very probable. 

That Hannah atioyxXA, delay her anxious 
Vequefts for a child^ till after a feamd 
wife had been taken bv her hufband^ and 
till by this fecond he hsAfons and daugh- 
ters * grown up, is inconceivable; but mat 
Peninnahf thejirji wife^ who had left off' 
breeding {&e^z:p. ii. 5, latter part) — ^full 
of rage, and jealoufy, and indignation, 
from, obferving Eikanah'^ partiality to an 
i^ter-^taken wj/e— fliould become her bitter 
adver/ary'^i^:^ every thing to vex her. 
With bitter taunts upon the fubje<^ of her 

♦ By ver. 4, where it is faid, thatj when the time 
was that Elkanab offered^ be gave to Peninnah bis 
wife J and to all her Jons and daughters^ portions'^ 
it (hould appear that Peninnah had brought him many 
children. Comp. chap. ii. 5. — Their being grown 
up^ may be gathered from their attendance on the 
tabernacle, and partaking of the facrifices, and'this 
for yiti/Ttf/jr^tfTf together, as may be gathered from 
ver. 'j.^^jtnd as be iiVyi— TIWH TVXIt — ^nne in anne. 
Mont. Jnniiatim.Fagn* lltarbyjear. Eng. Tranf. 

3 barrennefs 
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•iarrennefs (which was reckoned a mattef 
of difgrace among the Jewijh women) 
and thus afflidt and grieve her, 'till, in 
the forrow, grief, and anguifh of her fpirit, 
fhe prayed earneftly to have her reproach 
taken away (fee Gen. xxx. 23.) is furely 
the plain, obvious, natural fcnfe of the 
hiftory. Something like this may Be 
fuppofed to have happened between Leab 
and RacheU Gen. xxx. 15, 22, 23. 

But let us fuppofe, for argument's fike, 
what, for the reafons above mentioned, 
can never be allowed, that Hannah was 
the^/^<?r wife^ ftill the hiftory affords a 
very conclufive proof that polygann is no 
tranfgrejjion of any law of Gojy, therefore 
nofn. Elkanah was a Levite^ who came 
up to worjhip and facrifice to the Lord, 
probably peace-offerings ^ which were wont 
to accompany others at the %rt2XfeJiivals^ 
all of which — except the^i/, wnich was 
burnt upon the altar ^ and the breafl and 
right Jhoulder^ which belonged to the 
priefis-^hclongtd to him that ^ered them\ 
with the reft th^ facrificer made a feaft* 
for himfelf his family^ and friends, giving 
to every one a portion of the facrince.— 
But no one could offer, or feq/i upon the 

* See Deut. xii. n. xvi. 11. 2 Sam. vi. 18, iq. 

facrifices. 
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For all thefe » ^»> on pain of 

fcft, that Pen, i''¥^' Lev. vii. 

the "Jews, v- ^ -i* ^^^^ accounting 

that Hanna - - ' ^ ^^^^ the feaji, on the 

Gentile ch» ^- moon, i Sam. xx. 26. 

time. Nr '^''^^-^ '^^* was unclean^ 

ing a wii\ ^"^- :^cdily diforder upon him, 

take ano'^'- fid* ^^^ '^^ \xke^ lendered 

is verv •--s* ^ 1^ that he could neither 

Tb. . ^ -.*' ''/^« ^^^ offerings. But what 

,.gq^ij. *;..w become of that man, whofe 

wif> • i-^leanriefs muft have been what 

r,\\ Kvv..ys was, if he could be deemed to 

...^ in adultery? for that he certainly 

'J..., \i polygamy was a fin againft the^J- 

.. ..b commandrntnt. Could he have come 

» \ year after year, to worfhip and to 

. :^.cc to Jehovah, under fuch a ftate 

'hyral defilement and uncleannefs ? 

V .aid he have found bleffing and accept- 

.cc, while in the fink of moral filth and 

olluiion ? Hophni and Phineas^ Elts 

.wo Ions, were both cut off in one 

..lay, for the abufe of the ofl?erings of 

i^ioD, and for their uncleannefs, i Sam. ii. 

17, 22, 34; but Elkanah remains in his, 

Accepted of God, and happy in being 

Melled with 2iJon (and fuch a fon as 5^- 

ifiudj by miracle. Again, what was Pe- 

uinuiih ? a partaker, a partner, in Elka-- 

nab\ 
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', if their marriage was un- 
. hat were the fons and daugh- 
J were born of Feninnahy under 
i;dden marriage? BaJlards.-^ThQVt^ 
c Peninnab's eating of the facrifices, 
s well as her children Sy were abfolutely 
forbidden things. Even the hire of an 
whore was forbidden to be brought into 
the houfe of the hoTSiD. Deut. xxiii. i8. 
how much more the per/on of an adul^ 
terefs ? and as for a hajlard, or oile born 
of her who was with child by whoredom, 
he was not even to enter into the congrega^ 
iion of the Lord, even to his tenth gene^^ 
ration. Deut. xxiii. 2. How then could 
Elkanab himfelf — how could Peninnab 
(fuppofing her the fecond -le;^)— how 
could the children born of thefe parents^ 
go to the boufe of the Lord in Shilo-^ 
feaft upon thefacrificesy and return inpeace^ 
with God's olejjing and acceptance y unlefs 
iht fecond marriage was as lawful in God's 
fight as the Jirfiy and no more than thaty 
an oiFcncc againft God's law ? In what- 
ever view wc take this chapter y it proves, 
that neither the words of the primary in^ 
ftitutiorty nor thofe of any fubjequent com-- 
mandmenty prohibited polygamy i for if 
they had, thefe things refpefting Elka- 
nahy, Peninnahi ^nd tticir childreny could 
* Vol. IL P d not 
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not have been as they were, confiftently' 
with the fcripture-charafter of that holy 
God J who is of purer eyes than to behold 
evUy or to look on iniquity. Hab. i. 13. 

Here I might once more mention the 
cafe of Solomon^ the fon of David by 
Batbjheba^ whom David, having other 
wives before, took to nvife after the de- 
cesSc of Uriah. The law, which pofitively 
excluded bajlards, or thofe born out of 
lawful wedlock, from the congregation of 
the Lord, even unto the tenth generation^ 
(Deut. xxiii. 2.) is wholly inconfiftent 
with Solomons being employed to build 
God's temple — being the mouth of the peo^ 
pie to God in prayer — and offering facri^ 
fees in the temple at its dedication — unlefs 
David's marriage with Batbfheba was a 
lawful marriage — Solomon the lawful iffue 
of that marriage — confequently polygamy 
no fin, either againft the primary injiitu^ 
tion of marriage, or againft the feventb 
commandment. — But fo far from Solomons 
being under any legal difqualification 
from the law above-mentioned — he is ap- 
pointed ^ God bimfelfto build the temple, 
I Kings viii. 19. His prayer is heard'— 
and the houfe is hallowed, chap. ix. 3. and 
filled with fuch glory, that thepriejis could not 
ft and to minifter^ chap. viii. 1 1 . Solomon, 

therefore. 
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therefore, as well as Samuel, ftand as a 
dcmonftrable proof, that a child born 
under the circumftance oi polygamy is no 
bafiard'^ God Him/elf being the judge, 
li^bofe judgment is according to truth. . 

A more ftriking inftance of God's 
thoughts, on the total difference* between 
polygamy and adultery, does not meet us 
any where with more force and clearnefs, 
in any part of thtfacred hijlory, than in 
the account which is given us of David 
and Bathjheba, and their ijfue. 

When David took Bathjheba, fhe was 
another's wife — the child which he begat 
upon her in that fituation was begotten 
in adultery — and the thing which David 
baddonedifpleafedthehoKi), 2 Sam. xi. 2j. 
And what was the confequence ? We are 
told, 2 Sam. xii. !• The ljOiair> fent Na-' 
than (the prophet) unto David. Nathan 
opened his commiffion with a moft beau- 
tiful parable, defcriptive of Dav^i^^ 
crime; this payable the prophet applies 
to the conviftion of the delinquent, fets 
it home upon his confcience, brings him 
to repentance, and the poor penitent finds 
mercy — his life is fpared, ver. 13- Yet 
God will vindicate the honour of His 
moral government, and that in the moft 
awful manner — the murder of Uriah is 

* Sec alfo vol. i. p. 2S0— r2» 

Dd 2 to 
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to be vifitcd upon David and bis houfe^^ 
^he /word Jhall never depart from thine 
houfej vcr. lo. The adultery with Batbr 
Jbeba was to be retaliated in the moil ag- 
gravated mznncr'^Becau/e tbou haft de- 
Jpifed me 9 and haft taken the wife of Uriah 
the Hittite to be thy wife^^T'bus faith the 
Lord, I will raife up evil againft thee out of 
thine own houfe-^and I will take thy wives 
and give^ them unto thy neighbour before thine 
eyes'^and he Jhall lie with thy wives inftgbt 

of 

• Cop's taking and giving David's wives to Jk^ 
falom^ is to be underftood in a very different fenfc 
from His giving the deceafed SauFs wives into Da* 
vid's bofom^ ver. 8* This laft is peculiarly men^ 
tioned as a favour done to Davidy and therefore 
fpoken of as an ingredient to heighten his ingrati- 
tude in taking the wife of Uriah-^thc other was 
threatened as a judgment^ and permitted, as many 
other evils are, in a courfe of providence y as a fore 
piiniihment on David for what he had done. But 
Abfalom was neverthelefs guilty of adultery and j«- 
cejiy in taking his father's zvives and lying with them j 
and is no more excufable, than he was in drawing 
his fword in rebellion againft his father, becaufe this, 
as the other, was a fulfilment of God's threatening 
~ver. 11./ will raife up evil againjl thee out tif thine 
own houfe. # 

So when it is faid— £z^^. xx. 25. — / gave them 
Jiatutes that were not goody and judgments whereby 
they Jhould not live ; and I polluted them in their own 
giftSy &c. it appears from ver, 24, where the rea- 
fons of this are fet down, that all was in a way of 
judgment for their departure from the Jiatutes of J e^ 
hoVnAH. IVhtrefore^GoD left them to follow the 

deceit 



f 405 3 

,9f tJHs pn^for thou i^Jl it fecn^^^ but I 
will do this thing before all Ifraelf md be^ 
fore the fun. All this was ftiortly fulfilled 
in the rebellioti and inceji'f oi Abfalom^ 
chip. xvK 21, 22t And this was done 
in a way oi judgment on Davids for taking 
and defiling the wife of Uriahs and was 
included in the curfes threatened, Deut. 
xxviii. 30. to the defpifers of Gods 
laws. 

As to the iflue of David's adulterous 
commerce with Bathfheba^ it is written— 
2 Sam. xii. 15.— 7>6^ Lor Dfruci the child 
which Uriah bare unto David, and it was 
'very f dp What a dreadful fcourge this 
was to David, who could not but read 
his crime in his punifbment, the following 
verfes declare; wherein we find David 
alpioft frantic with grief: however the 
child' s Jicknefs was unto death, for, ver. 1 8, 
on thefeventh day the child died. 

Now let us take a view of David' % aft 

deceit of their own hearts, the confequence of 
which may be defcribed, Pf. cvi. 39. Thus were 
they defiled in iheir 9wn gifts^ and went a whoring 
with their awn inventions. As if God had faid— / 
gave them — that is — I permitted them to /ollow-^fuch 
Jtatutes and precept Sy as 2i judgment on their departure 
from Me. Sec Jews Letters to M. de Voltaire, 
vol, i. p. 339—341. a very fenfiblc folution of 
this paffage of EzekieL 

t For the tragical ftdry of Amnon, fee 2 Sam. xiii. 
throughout. 

D d 3 of 



I 4P6 ] 

of polygamy^ when, rftcr Uriah's deathi 
he added Batbjheba to his other wvesy 
vfcr. 24, 25. ^»^ David comforted Bath- 
Jhehabk «^» ^^^ ^^/' in unto ber^ and liy 
with heri and/he bare afon^ imd he called Ihs 
name (jychw) Selomoh (that maketh peaci 
and reconciliation or recompence) and the 
Lord itrvted him. Again, we find J^atbm^ 
who had been fent on the former occofion, . 
lent alfo on this, but with a very different 
intSdi^—And He (the Lord) Jewt iy the 
iand of Nathan the prophets and He ^altd 
bis name Jedidiah (EXiLECTus Domini 
-^beloved of the Lord) becaufe of the Lord 
— i. e. becaufe of the favour God had 
towards him, ver. 24. 

Let any read onward through the whole 
hiftory of Solomon — let them confider the 
inftances of God's peculiar favour tov^^rd$ 
him already mentioned, and the many 
o^ers, that are to be found in the account 
Wfc have of him — let them compare God's 
dealings with the unhappy iffue of David^s 
adultery J and this happy ^spring of his 
fofygamy-Sind if the allowance and appro* 
iationoiiht latter 9 doth not as clearly ap-r 
pear, as the condemnation znA punijhment of 
the former, furely all diftindion and dif- 
ference muft be at an end, and the fcripture 
itfelf lofe the force qf it's own evidence. 

A P P E N- 
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APPENDIX N« n. 

See before^ VoL i. p* 393— 4* 



HAVING mentioned Barbeyracs 
note e e. on Grotius de Jure, lib. 
ii. c. V. fed. 9, — in which the latter is 
reprefented as having changed his opi- 
nion, with regard to a new law of 
Christ on the fubjed of polygamy-^X 
was much inclined to examine farther 
into this matter, and therefore procured 
Barbeyrads French tranflation of Grotius 
de Jure 9 with the French annotations^ 
to which Barbeyrac refers in the above 
note, imagining that I might there 
nieet with a more ample account of 
the matter. 

On fearching the notes of this learned 
Frenchman on his tranflation of Grotius 
de Jure^ I find abundant proof of a 
very great change of fentiment In that 
great man. 

Dd4 I will 
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I will lay this before the reader in the 
very words of Barbeyrac \ whofc proofs 
are inconteftible, becaufe taken from 
the writings of Grotius himfelf. 

The firft paflagc which I would men- 
tion, is, Barbeyrac s note on Grot, dc 
Jure, liv. ii. c. v. fed. 9. No. 7. which, 
as far as. it relates, to this matter, ftands 
thus. 

** Pour ^elaircir la mati^re, & pour 
/^ favoir en meme terns ce que pejifoit 
*' n6tre auteur depuis k premiere edi- 
** tion de cet ouvrage, ou il ne fit nc- 
^* anmoins aucun changement dans cet 
^* endroit j il eft bon d'ajouter ici quel- 
^* ques unes des reflexions que Ton 
** trouve dans fon commentaire fur le 
** J^Iouveau Tejlament^ Matt. V. 32. 11 
** remarq^ue done d'abord, que notre 
** Seigneur Jesus Christ ne pretend 
** pbiht, dans ce paiTage, non plus que 
** pans tout le refte de fon difcours fait 
•* fur la montagne, abolir aucune par- 
^* tie de la loi de Mdife : 11 veut feule- 
** ment montrer de quell? manjere, 
•* & en quel cas un homme-de-l3iea 
** pent profiler de la permifflon dt| di^- 
•• vorce accordee par un des reglemens 
" politiques de cette loi, qui fubfiftoit 
*' encore .dans le tems qu'il parloit. II 

" ne 
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ne s*agit poiqt par confequcnt d'unft 
•* caufe de divorce port^e devant les jugesc 
** car, outre qu'un mari, qui vpuloit re- 
" pudier fa fcmmc, n'ctoit point oblig^ 
** fejon ia loi, de le faire par vojc de 
•^ juftice ; lors qu*il accufoit fa femmc 
•^ d*adulterc devant les juges, cela al^ 
^ V loit k la faire punir de mort, felon 
^^^ la loi, & non pas obtenir une diiTo** 
*^ lution de marriage. 

^* Ainfi quand n6tre feigneur parle dc 
^' ladult^re, comme d'une jufte caufe de 
'* divorce, il fuppofe ou un mari doux 
/' & clement, qui ne vouloit point faire 
^' punir fa femmie, quelque coupable 
V qu'ejle fut d'infidelit^, conune Jo^ 
*^ fepb en ufa a Tegard de Maricp dans 
*• le terns qu*ij ne pouvoit encore favoir 
^^ la caufe miraculeufe de fa grofieiie; 
** ou bien un niari, qui n'avoit pas dc- 
** quoi prouver en juftice Tinfidelite dc 
^' fa femme, quoiqu'il en fut perfuade, 
*r ou que meme il en eut des preuves 
^^ indubitables pour lui/' 

^^ To elucidate the matter, and to 
** know at the fame time what our au- 
** thor (Grotius) thought fince the firft 
** edition of this work (De yurej^-^iti 
** which neverthelefs he made no altera^ 
M*^ tion of this paflage— -it is proper to 
•* add here fome of the reflcdipns virhich 



** we 
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\^ .:s on the Krx Tef- 

^'^^y " -. He remarks then, 

^'^'* ' vjjEsusCHRisxdoth 

ill in this paflage, 

..: in the whole of his 

.ne mount, to * abolifli 

the law of Mofes — ^he 

to fhew after what man- 

.11 what cafe, a good man 

..il himfelf of the permiflion 

wC, which was granted by one 

w political regulations of that 

viiich ftill fubfifted at the time 

uke. The queftion^ confequently, 

> wot concerning a caufe of divorce 

. u^ht before the judges ,• for, be- 

. c:) that an huftand who would re- 

..viiate his wife was not obliged, 

.v\)iding to the law, to do it in a 

iaiclal way, it muft be obierved, 

-hut when he accufed his wife of adul- 

ccry before the judge?, th=t would 

;\avc tended to her beir.ir Duniir^ed 

with iL\:t.bj according to the k'.v, 

iiul not to the obtiining of a diirdu- 

uv>n vi the marriige. 

•* Alk\ where o-jr LcRi^ ipeiks of 

■ ..\/.'«/.V/*v as a iufr Cauie of c:v:rce, he 

• Iii}»porcs, either a ir.ili 2s.i kir.d h-i- 



• Sfrt before vol. i. ?. 321—2. 
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^ band, who would not have his- wife 
*' punifhed, however guilty fhe might 
*' be of infidelity — as Jofepb aOied widi 
^* rcfped to Mary at the time when he 
^^ could not know the miraculous CJUife 
^* of her pregnancy— or elfe an huiband 
?* who had not full legal proof of his 
'* wife fi infidelity^ though he was per- 
^^ fuaded of it, or even had indubita«* 
'* ble proofs with refpe& to himfelf/' 
; Then follows a long pailtge on the 
fubje& of divorce ; after which, Baf^ 
beyrac gives us Grotiuss thoughts on the 
latter part of the verfe. 

** Dans les paroles fuivanteS"— ^ cdui 
** qm epoufe. la fimme repudiie^ emmH 
*' aduk^re^\aL loi de Mdiic fubfiftant en* 
'•^ core, comme nous Tavons dit, il faut 
^' entendre les paroles de Jesus Christ 
^^ de celui qui epoufoit une femrac re* 
>* pudiee^ avant qu'on edit tent^ toutes 
*' les voies poffibks de la recondlier 
'* avec fon mari, conmie TApdlre St. 
'* Paul le prefcrit, i Cor. vii. 1 1, on 
^* ce.qoi eft encore pis, de ceu)? qui 
^' etant devenus amoureux des femmes 
^^ d'autrui cherchoient a s'en emparef 
^* par un divorce. 

** C'cft auffi a cela que fe rapporte cc 
^* qui dit notre Seigneur^ Matt. xix. 9. 

o^ 
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*' mSmes^ quand il compofa rouvrage 
^' que nous' expliquons, quoiqu' il 
*' n'ait depuis rien chang^ dans cet en- 
•• droit. 

•' Dc tout ce que Ton vient de voir, 

*' il s'enfuit^ que dans les paifages de 

^* Tevangile qu'il cite ici en marge 

** pour montrer que notre Seigneur Je- 

^' $t;s Christ a defendu par une de 

V fcs loix la polygamies il ne s 'agit que 

^« du divorce I & cela par oppoiition 

** ailx faufles id^es des Juifs^ qui le croi-* 

U oient permis en confcience pour quelque 

** cniie que ce &!. Matt. xix. 2. 

*^. Aum voyons nous que notre auteur 

1ao8 ion trait^ de la verite de la reli^ 

^nJUbritknne^ public pour la pre- 

re foi8 en 26399 c'efl a dire^ en^ 

deux ans avant fes notes fur 

"veau Tefiament; lorfqu'il parle^* 

iage d'un avec une, apres a* 

^u'il y en a peu des nations 

iganiime parmi lefquelles 

cSontente d'une femme, 

at les Germains & les 

feulement, que les 

cette maniere de 

13. & dans les 

paflage de le- 

inent ces paroles 

*' de 




t 412 3 



^€ 



44 
4t 



ou il explique plus au long fa pen£^c. 
•^ Celui qui repudiera fa femme^ . et em 

•' EPOUSERA UNE AUTRE, &C^ CZt & 

*^ celui qui epouibit la femme repu- 
•^ di^e, empechoit par Ik qu'dle nc re- 
•• tournit avec fon mari, qui n'auroit 
'^ p& apris cela la reprendre, quand il 
^^ Tauroit vbulu ; & Ic mari de la fcmme 
** repudi^, des-li qu'il en epouibit unc 
'* autre, donnoit lieu de croire qu'il 
n'^toit point difpofe a reprendre la 
premiere, & ainfi il lui fourniflbit oc^ 
<:aiion, entant qu'en lui ^toit, ou de 
^' s*abandonner a Timpudicit^, ou de 
*^ s 'engager avec un autre mari : • car 
^* c'eft ainfi qu'il faut entendre Ip terme 
*• tioiX^TXf que Ton traduit commet adul- 
•' i^re, mais qui doit fignifier la memc 
" chofe que to/6i fio/^acfl^/ fait commet^ 
'* tre adultire^ dans Tautre paffage pa- 
•* rallel du m^me evangelifte; felon le 
•* ftile des Hebreux qui attribuent 4 
•* quelqu'un diredtemcnt, ce a quoi il 
*• donne occafion par quelque adtion 
*' propre* Voiez. Rom. viii. 26. Gal. 
'fiv. 6. 

: ' «^^ Voila en fubftance ce que dit no-r 
•• tre auteur dans fes notes fur le Nou^ 
^* veau ^eftament. D'ou il paroit, que 
V fcs idqes n'etoicnt pas tout-a-fait les 

^' memes. 
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*' mfimes, quand il compofa rouvrage 
** que nous' cxpliquons, quoiqu' il 
^^ n'ait depuis rien change dans cet en« 
•' droit. 

** Dc tout ce que Ton vient de voir, 
*' il s'enfuity que dans les paiiages de 

Tevangile qu'il cite ici en marge 

pour montrer que notre Seigneur Je- 
'^ stJs Christ a defendu par une de 
** fcs loix la polygamies il ne s 'agit que 
•* du divorce I cc cela par oppoiition' 
•* aux fauiTes id^es des Juifs^ qui le croi- 
*• oientpermisenconfciencepotirquelque 
*' caufe que ce fixt. Matt. iix. 2. 

" Aufli voyons nous que notre auteur 
** dans fon trait^ de la verite de la reli-- 
** gum^Chritiennes public pour la pre-^ 
•^ miere fois en 1639, c eft a dire, en- 
^' viron deux ans avant fes notes Jur 
** . le Nouveau Tejlament ; lorfqu'il parle* 
*' 4^ marriage d*un avec une, apres a* 
•* voir dit, qu*il y en a peu des nations 
•^ dans le paganifme parmi lefqueller 
^* on fe foit contente d'une femme, 
" comme faifoient les Germains & les 
^' Romainsi ajoute feulement, que les 
*^ Chretiens fuiyent cettc maniere de 
*' marriage^ lib. ii. § 13. & dans les 
*^ notes U nc cife aucun paflage de le- 
*^ vaiigiJe,. mais feulement ces paroles 

*' de 
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** dc 1 Cor« vii. 4, Um femme riefi pas 
*^ nuitrejfe de fin corps ^ mats fin marii 
^* de meme un mart riifi pas maitre de fin 
** corps f mats fa femme. Or, dans fcs 
*• notes pofthumcs fur les epitres, il 
^^ explique ces paroles conform^ment a 
" la fuite du difcours, comme n*em- 
*^ portant autre chofe que le droit qu a 
** une femme d'exiger que ion mari ne 
** lui refufe point le devoir conjugal ; 
** parce que en vertu du marriage, elle 
*^ cntre avec lui dan$ une fociet^ qui de- 
**.roande Tufa^e reciproque de leurs 
** corps : Oujt* c^sd'/^^e/ hie efi^ nan babet 
•* jm plenum atqtu integrum \ nam nan vita 
*' tantum, fed & corporum efi inita ro/- 
** vwv/^. In re autem facialis nemo fi^ 
** ciorum jus plenum habet. 

** Mais il n'enfuit point de la, qu*un 
mari ne puifle avoir plus d'une femme : 
'* car les focietez ne fe font pas tou- 
** jours fur un pie egal. Ainfi ce n*eflf 
•^ que par accommodation que notre 
** auteur applique ici les paroles de St. 
** PauU & pour donner a entendre que les 
** Chretiens ont renonc^ a la polygamies 
** plutot pour fuivre Tefprit & le genie 
** de Tevangile, qui porte a eviter cc 
*^ dont on pent abufer facilement, que 
** pour obeir a une loi expreflc dc n6- 

trc 
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** tre Seigneur, ou de fcs ap6trcs. Voica 
'* Mr. LeC/erc; Hift. Ecclef. Prolcgom. 
** fe<ft. 3..C, iv. feft* 5.nuu. 9. p. i62i 
** II tiy a nulle apparence que Jesus 
** Christ ait voulu obliger ceux qtii 
** avoient plufieurs femmes, avant que 
** de devenir fes difciples, a les ren- 
" voier toutes, hormis une/* 

** In the words which follow— -uf^»df 
** )&^ /i&i/ marrietJb her that is put awcy, 
** commit teth adultery — the law of Mofes 
" yet fubfifting, as we have before ob- 
** ferved, we muft undcrftand the words 
^* of Jesus Christ to concern him 
** who married a divorced woman, be- 
** fore all poffiblc ways had been tri«» 
** ed to reconcile her to her hufband, 
** as St. Paul prefcribes i Cor. vii. ii* 
** or, what is worfe ftill, of thofe who 
*^ having become fond of the wives of 
•* others, endeavoured to get * pojfleflion 
** of them by means of a divorce in 
** order to poflefs them. 

** It is to this alfo, that what our 
5* Lord faith, Matt. xix. 9. relate^ 
^' where be explain^ his meaning nrore 
ivlly '^^ Whofoever putteth away hrs 
wifcf and marrieth another^ £gc>$ 

♦ §cie before vdri. p. 378, 379. 
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•' for both he who rtiarried the Jivor^ 
^* ced woman, hindered her by that 
•* means from returning to her hufband, 
•' who could not, after this, have ta- 
** ken her if he would; and the huf- 
** band of the divorced wife, from thd 
•^ inftant he married another woman, 
gave occalioil to thhik, that he was 
not at all difpofed to retake the firft 
woman ; and thus he gave occafion 
** to her, as far as in him lay, either 
'* to abandon herfelf to lewdnefs, or 
** to engage with anoilher* hulband. 
•* For it is thus we muft undcrftand 
** the term iulw%^t^i, which they tranf- 
•* late — committeth adultery^ but which 
** ought to fignify the fame as— ro/f/ 
** [Ui\yJL(A(Ki''^caufeth to commit adultery ; 
** as in the parallel place of the fame 
** evangeliji — (c. v. 32.) — according to 
•' the ftylc of the Hebrews^ who at- 
•* tribute that to a perfon direSily^ 
'^ which by any aftion of his own nc 
** is the occafwn of." See Rom. viii. 26^ 
Gal. iv. 6, 

•• This is the fubftance of what our 
author fays in his notes on the JV^w 
^ejlament : from whence it appears, 

f See before vol. i. 391, 39J. 

^'that 
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•'• that liis ideas were hof altdgetber tFe 
^* fame when he compofed the work 
^' which we arc now explaining, though 
^' he has ilot fince made any alteratidri 
** in this paflage; 

** From all that we have beeh oB- 
*^ fi^rvingi it follows, that in the paf- 
** fages of th6 gofpel, which Grctitis 
** here cites in the miafgin, to flieW 
** that OUR Saviour prohibited^ by ohfc 
** of his lawSi polygamy^ the fabjeia 
** was only concerning Svofce^ and 
•* that in oppofition to thie falfe nd- 
** tions of the yews, who believed thit 

• ** in confcience it was permitted for atty 
- ** tauji ^batjbever. Matt. xix. 2. 

• ' ***Let us obferve alfo, that our att- 
■ ** thor^ in his treatife of the truths/ the 

^^'Cbrifiian Religion, firft publifhed hi 
*^ 1639^ that is to fay, about two years 
*^ after \i\i notes on the- New TLejiameitt, 
** fpeaking of the marriage of one mhn 
*' with one woman, after having faid that 
•* there were few heathen nations, a- 
** mong which people contented theni- 
felves with one njoife, 2^% the Germans 
and Romans did, only adds, that the 
'* Cbrijlians followed this manner of 
*' marriage, lib. ii. fedt. 13; and in the 
** notes he does not cite a fingle.paif- 
. Vol. II. " E e '' fage 
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fiigpc ilrom tjie goippl, but only thefc 
.^^ wor<ie of J Cor, vii. 4. 7«&^ «;g^ 
^ hoik /iot power, vf her i)wn SoJy^ but 
'* the hujhdnd i andlikewije ulfo tbebvf' 
'* band bath not power of bis o^n body,^ 
*^ but the TK^tft. But in bis poflhumous 
*^ notes (w 1^ Ep^les^ be explains thefe 
^* words tMMiformably to this.fcqucl of 
^* the »diicour{ej as importing nothlBg 
^^ >eUc but libc right wbich ^ wife liaA 
** to require that her hulbaiid (hall not 
^* refufcher the<:onjugal duty 5 becauie, 
'* in yirtue of die marriage^ flie enters 
** with. Jiiim into a ibciety which dc- 
^ nutnds the reciprocal ufc of their bo- 
dies.. .'Owe i^aJdH^ here fignifi^s-^ 
be has not a fuU and entire rigbt-^ 
far n commurmn^ not of life aniy^ bat 
*' of their bodies alfo, is entered into. 
*• However, in a matter of partnerJUpy 
^* neitber of tbe parties have a fill 
** rigbt. 

** But it doth not follow from thence, 
*' that a man can have but one wife ; for 
partnerfhips are not always made upon 
an equal footing. So that it is only 
by way of accommodation that our au^ 
tbor applies thcfe words of St. Paul, 
^« and to give us to underfbnd, that 
^ Cbriftians renouaced polygamyj rather 

•'to 
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BarbeyraCf in another part of the French 
notes on his tranflation of Grot, dejure--^ 
VIZ. Liv. i. c. I. fedt. 15. n. 3. — expreffes 
himfelf thus — 

** Quand Moi/e dit que rbomme quii- 
'* tera fon pere & fa mere, pour s^at- 
*' t acker a fa femme^ & quils devien^ 
'* dront une feule chair, cela ne fait rien 
" ni pour, ni contre, la polygamie, ou 
** le divorce*, Texpreflion, devenir une 
*^ feule chair, fignifie feulement par elle- 
** meme, qu'il y auroit, entre un mari 
** & fa femme, une union tres etroite : 
^* mais elle n'emporte point qu'un mari 
** ne puifle avoir en meme terns une 

femblable 

from the bones^ Ezek. xxxvii. lO. — they Jtood up 
upon their feet an exceeding great army. See Chron* 
Tab. Momeim, Maclaine edit. vol. ii. 581 — 2. 

To alter God's law relative to marriage, for fear 
of ahufe^ is about as wife and holy, and as refpeft- 
ful to the wifdom of the divine Lawgiver, as 
taking the Bible away from the Popifli laity, in or- 
der to prevent herefy and fchifm^ and to prefcrve the 
unity of the church. See before, p. 325, n. 

When perfons fpeak of the fpint and genius of 
the gofpel^ as diftingui(hable from the fpirit and ge^ 
nius of the law^ with refpecl to purity and holinefsy 
they ufually fay a great deal more than they are au- 
thorized from the fcriptures to fpeak, or, perhaps, 
than they themfelves underftand. 

If the New Teftament fays — jfs He which bath 
called you is holy^ fo be ye holy in all manner of con^ 
verfation — it is added — becaufe it is written. Be ye 
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V fcmblable Haifon avcc deux ou plu-- 
*f Jieurs femmes ; & a Tegard de la diflb- 
** lution du marriage, tout ce qu'on en 
** peut inferer, c'efl qu'il ne doit pas etre 
** rompu legerement, & fans quelque. 
** bonne raifon. Selon le ftile des He- 
^^rJ^eux^ le mot de c&air marque toute 
^f liaiibn, tant d* affinit^ que de con- 

tfffyy for I am holy. Comp, i Pet. i. 15, i6. with 
Lev. xix. 2. 

/ went down to the potter* s houfe (faith Jer* 
xyiii. 3.) and behold he tvr ought a work on the, 
wheels* And the vejjel that he made of clay was 
marred [nrW^—fpoiled) in the hand of the potter ; fo 
be made it again another vejfelj as feemed good to the 
pitter to make it. 

'. Certainly the poor potter could do no otherwife j 
if he fpoiled the vej/el in the making, he muft repair 
his lofs by making it over again ; — but fliall we 
imagine that the all-wife God, either for want of 
wifdom or forefighty mifcarried or failed, in point 
of holinefs and purity, with refpeA to the law 
which he framed for the moral government of his 
creatures under the Old Teftament, and therefore 
Corre£led bis mifiake, and made another and a bet-* 
ter LAW for that purpofe, under the New Tefta* 
ment ? 

Contending for ^purity and hoUnefs in the New 
Teftament, which is not in the Old Teftament, is 
but faying all this in other words, and coinciding 
with the principles of Cerinthus, Mahomet, and 
Socinus. See before vol. i. 323, 324, 347, 349. 
• Manes and Cerinthus were confiitent, for as they 
reje6led the law of the Old Teftament, they at u^^ 
fame time rejefted the God of the Old Tefta 
mentf 
. ' E ^ 3 fanguinitc. 
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{ingiiitiiti, cotfime Ya tem&tqai Mf. 
" Le Clerc. C'^ft dnfi que Laban dil ^ 
'' jfac^Si Gen xxix. 14* Tu es man ot\ 
" & md ri^j/V-^c'cft-k-dirc, je irdus* 
*' reconnois pdOr un de§ riles pafeAs/ 
** Comme done toxrf autant deparcifts dli'a 
*' une perfonne font fa ebair^ dc fiietne 
'* rien ri'empeche qtt^Un hdftiifae nffe ptiiflc 
*' etre dit, felon ce ftile, une mSme cbair 
*^ avec plufieurs femmes." 

'* When Mofes fays^ that a man JhaU 
** leave his father arid moiheff and cleave 
** to bis wife^ and they Jhdlt become mt 
^^ Jlejh-^this makes nothing for or a-* 
^' gzinii polygamy ev divorce ; the exprcf- 
** fion — become otie Jtejh — fignifies only 
•' by itfelf, that there fhould be bettv^eeri 
*' a mail and his wife a moft ftri<9t oni- 
'* on ; but it does not import thdt an huf* 
*' band may not have at the fatafe tittle, 
** a like 'bond with two or more wives. 
" As to the diffolution of the marriage, 
*' all that one can ihfef from it is, th^t 
*' it ought not to be broken lightly, and 
" without fome good reafon. Accord* 
" ing to the ftyle of the Hebrews ^ the 
*^ word Jiejlo denotes all relation, as well 
'* of affinity as of confariguinity, as Mr, 
*^ Le clerc has obferved. Thus Laban 
'* fays to Jacob, Gen, xxix. 14. I^ufefy 
*' thou art my bone and my fiejh — that 
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•^ is to fay, I acknmg>kdge ibeefor one of 
^ tny relutkns.-^Pk% ihercfora aH Ihe re- 
*• lotions which any peribfi hath Are his * 
•• fteflb, fo nothing Ivind^rs, but th« a 
•* man, according to this ftyle of fpeak- 
*^ ing, maybecSkd one Jame fl^ "niih 
•• many wives/' 

On that part 6f Livs iL €• r. fedl. 9. 
lithere Qrotws faysf-Mthit *' Gofi's giv- 
** ing but on45 Ivcttttan to one man, fuf- 
*' ficiently fhews what is moft agreeable 
** to God, an4 Confeqiiently this has 
*• ilways been comely and commend- 
** ablej but it does not follow, adds 
•• Gretius, that one cannot do otherwife 
** without a crime : for where there is 
•• no IdW, there is no violation of law : 
*• now at that time there was no law 
«• about the matter." 

Gr&ttus has a long note on part of this 
paflfege, which Barbeyrac tranflates ; and 
then adds 

** A juger de cette queftion, ind^pen- 
** damment dcs loix civiles, il eft cer- 
" tain que fouvent on ne pourroit ufer 
** de la liberte de la palygamie^ fans pe- 
'* cher contre quelque vertu, & s'enga^ 
** ger dans des inconveniens facheux ; 
^ a caufe defquels la prudence des legif- 
** lateurs a demand^ qu'on defendft en- 
** tierement d'avoir plus d'une femmc a 
E e 4 "la 
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^' la fois. Alais oil ne fauroit inferer dc 
^^ U que la chofe foit roauvaife en elle-^ 
** meme, felon le droit naturel : tout cj 
*' qu'on pent 4ire, q'cft que c'eft wne del 
** CCS chofes indlfferentes de leur nature^ 
*^ dont il eft facile dabuf?r> CQii^e le 
*' jeu, par example, & plufieur^ autret 
*' divertiiTemens, dont I9 plus Iwr eft 
*' de fe priver, pour peu qu*on fc 
*' fente de la difpofition a en faire mau- 
'* vais ufage." 

'* To judge of this queftion, indepen-. 
** dently of civil laws, it is certain, that 
'* often one cannot \ife the .liberty of 
'* polygamy without offending againft 
'* fome virtue,- and engaging in griev- 
'* ous inconveniences; on account of 
'* which, the prudence of legiflators 
" has required, that the having more 
*' than G?ie wife at a time, fhould be 
*' prohibited * entirely. But we can- 

'' not 

♦ The Marquis of Beccarta^ in his ingeniouf 
cflay on Crimes and Punifliments — c. xl. On falfe 
Ideas of Utility '-oh(erveSy that—" A principal 

.**: four.ce. of errors and injuftice, are falfe ideas of 

/* utilit;j. For example— that legiflator has falfe 
" ideas ofutility, who confiders particular more than 

'*' general inconveniences ; who had rather command 
*' the ieruimehts of mankind, than excite them, and 

.** dar^ to fay to reafon — " be thou my flave;"-^ 
•* who would facrifice a thoufand real advantagcis, 
" to the fear of an imaginary or trifling inconve- 

." hicnce; who wouli deprive men of the ufe of 

" fire. 
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'^ not infer from thence, that the thinj^ 
^* is evil in itfelf^ according tq natural 

•** fire, for fear pf their being bu^nt, and pf water, 
** for fear of their being drowned ; and lyho know^ 
^* of no means of preventing evil but by deitroying 
^c it.'' 

The indifcrimina^e and total prohibition of pofy^ 
gamu in order to prevent its abufcy falls diredUy 
within the above obfervation, and is one of thp^ 
proofs of human abfurdity, with which the hiftory 
of mankind abounds, even taken in a temporal view, 
as might be inftanced in many fttuations to which 
married men may be unavoidably reduced. See be- 
fore, vol. i. p. i8i — 184. Their being condemned 
Xo fuffer all the inconveniences, and to be expofed 
to alj the mifchiefs ot' thofe fttuations^ becaufe others, 
who are not in the fame, may ahufe that mode of 
relief which the law of God affords, is an attack 
upon the divine legijlation^ an arraignment of the 
divine wifdom^ and an unauthorized encroachment 
pn the natural rights of mankind. 

The fame may be faid of the prevention of clan^ 
dejline marriages^ by vacating the bond of marriage^ • 
and releafing the parties from all matrimonial bbii-« 
gation whatfoever. 

Thus alfo, depriving a contradled woman of thp 
exaftion of that right which God's law pofitivelr 
gives her, and the law of this land once afFordea 
her, to the deftrudion of her chara<^er^ comfort, 
and peace of mind for ever — this^ becaufe, now 
and then, a clandefline marriage might aurt the 
pride, or difap point the avarice or ambition, of a 
iew. individuals. 

In fhort, the whole is replete With folly ^ and, as 
far as the divine law is concerned, with wickednefs*^ 
and reminds one of the hlackfmith^ who, feeing a^ 
on the forehead of his.fleeping infant, ftruck at. the 
infeSi with his fledge-hammer^ killed the fly^ and at \ 

the fame time daihed out the brains of his child. 

^' right : 
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^ figbt: all that can be ^d is, that it 
^ if one of thofe things indifferent in 
^' their nature^ which it is eafy to abuie; 
^ fnch as gaming^ for infknce, and 
^' many other amiuements^ of which it 
** is the fureft way to deprive ourielves^ 
^ if we perceive in the leaf): a diipofi- 
^ tion in onrfelves to make a bad ufe of 
^' them." 

Barhyracy on Grot, de Jur. liv. i. c« i. 
§ 17. note 3. lays it down as a rule, that 
— ^' God cannot abfolutely permit the 
^^ leaf): thing which is evil in itfelf, 
** though he be confidered as adling in 
•• the quality of a temporal monarch**— 
(as under the theocracy) — " for this 
'^ cbarader does not (bip htm of bis 
** holinefs^ nor does it hinder us from 
** fuppoiiDg that he approves, as innocent 
^^ at leaft, all that he permits, either in 
** formal terms, or by neceffary confe- 
^^ quence from any exprefs law or or- 
** dinance. Here then, in my opinion,'* 
adds he, •* are the confequences which 
•* we may draw from the divine permif- 
** fion, where rc^ons drawn from the 
*^ nature of the things themfelves, to 
** which attention is always to be paidp^ 
•' may appear doubtful." 

He then proceeds to lay down two 

general 
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ge&eal rules^ which ar« well worth our 
attention. ^ ^ 

*^ I. Sljfaitd DiEV permet une chofi en 
** certain cas^ ou a certaines perfmnes^ ou 
^* par rapport a cefSaines gens ; on doit 

if^erer de la, que cette chofi perm^ 

n'efi point mamvaife defa nature.'' 
I. When God permits a thing in a 
*• certain cafe^ or to certain perfons^ or 
*^ with refpedt to certain people, we 

ought to infer from thence, that the 

thing which is permitted is not evil 

in itfelfr 

After giving other eitamplefi to illuf* 
trate this rule, he proceeds— 

'* II eft deferidu aux Rois, par la lo| 
*• de Mdlfe (Deut. xvii. 17.) naW>rr un 
'^ trop grand nombre des femmes, de peuf 
** qu'elles ne les portent a violer la loi: 
^* par la le legiflateur permet taditement 
'* a dux, & \ tons les autres, d*av6if 
*^ plus d'une femme fans, quoi la defenfe 
** feroit fort fuperflue. Doncla^^,g^iMm 
*' n'eft pas mauvaife, & illicite de fa na** 
** tare. 

" By the law o^Mofes (Deut. xvii* 17,) 
'* the kings (of Ifrael) are forbidden to 
** have too great a number of woes^ left 
** they fhould carry them into a violation 
^* of the law : by this the legijlator ta-» 
*' citly permits them, and all others, to ^ 

" have 
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^ have more than one wife, otherwife the 
•* command were * fuperfluous^.^ From 
•• hence it follows, that pofygamy is not 
*• evil and illicit in itfelf." 

*' II. Lorfque Dieu regie la maniere 
dune cbofe^ ou quil fait par rapport a cette 
cbofe^ quelque autre reglementy qtii Jup^ 
** p^ necejfairement quelle eji permife i il 
•* Jimt voir s'il s'agit dun feul aBe paf- 

'' foger^ 

♦ The intention of the commandment relative to 
the kings of Ifrael TDeut. xvii, 17.) appeare plainly 
from the very woras of it— which are no(-^that they 
Jhall n0i baw more than om wife at a timt — but that 
the Ut^—TXyi* vh-^non mubiplicaUt^ Mont.-^fiall 
tt0t mmkipfy (or inareafe tp a nmitittuU) ^b O^l women 
to him/elf^fo as to imitate the kings of tbcbeatben^ 
who had numbers of women of all nations, partly 
forflatf^ partly for the piovocation and indulgence 
of Jenjiiality^ and this to fuch a degree, as wholly to 
n^lcti all public affairs, and to fink into the moft 
Ihamcful floth and effeminacy. Therefore it is 
added— Mn^ n'O" N*n— /i'tf/ bis heart turn not auay— 
not only from the affairs of the kingdem-^hut into 
mfoftaeyiiom God to idsls^ being folicited thereto 
by the fondnefs he might entenain for a variety of 
wtmtn taken to fupply his plealures, fome of them 
perhaps hkitb^nsy to which he might be attached, if 
once he gave a loofe to an unbounded appetite. 
The wifdom of this command, appears from the 
inclancholv hi*lorv of S:;:rr.^tty as recorded i Kings 

Mr. P-*?/*^* in one of the. moft beautiful poems 
thjit our language ever prsxiuccd, has finely, and 
i;KiCcd_/*'%*/ri';<i-^*, rcprcicntcd i.„7?:,v; ^ faying — 

Chann'd 
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^iiporte toujcurs uoe vcxitable ap<r 
protMlion 4e U cho£b doat il s'a^ty 
comme licite pa^ elle-in^imje« Jl eft 
impoflible qu^; Pipu permette, par 
f^/ example^ U metier de irigand^ dc //p- 
."? y«r^, ^affk^. de ^Z^^, &c. ibus 
^^ quelques c^iftdirtioias qitie ce foit. Jvor^ 
^^ done qu'on voit qu'il reg^ cert9io« cad 
^^ qui fuppojfeat k folygamk perraife^ 
^ commedsani I>eat« ^xi. 15. on a tout 
f^ lieu d'tnferer ^ cela ieul que hpofy^ 
f* gsme n'eft p^ apceflairci^imt cgAtraire 
** au droit naturel. -» 

f /**!»' the latter cafe^ the penpiffion 
** always implies a real approbation of 
^ theminginqtudflioii^askii^lwirt/^ 
^* It is impoflible that God ihould allow 
** the tradje^ for inftance, of a rosier — of 
*^ i3Lfir/zt£ — of an ajfqffin — of a duelUJi^ &c. 
^^ ixnder any conditions whatfoever. As 
^ then we fee that He regulates certain 
*^ cafes, which fuppofc a pernuffion of 
^ polygamy — as in Deut. xxi. 1 5.-^we ai^p 
*^ at full liberty to infer from thence, that 
** foiygamy is not neceffarily contrary tp 
** natural right *' 

More tranfcripts might be made from 
tiiis very learned and ingenious man, to 
the fame purpofe ; but thefe arc fufficient 
to fhew the force of truth, over a li- 
beral and candid mind, \vhtxtfcripture is 

made 
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made the one ftandard of dccifion as to 
good and evil. Infliacnced by this, the 
great Gratius fhall vary from his firft opi- 
nions, and Barbeyracy though no. Friend 
to polygamy y yet does not offer, in a fingle 
inftance, to condemn it on the footing of 
dmine revelation ^^ he fairly and honeft^ 
bwiTs, that its aboKtion has been owing to 
human legiflation o nx y — and of coorfe, mat 
it is not evil in itfetf—not forbidden either 
in the Oldot New Teftamenti — fo far frofli 
it, moft certainly approved and allowed-*:*^ 
^nd, ^s{\ich,regulatedbythQi^inelaw. ' 
I would not be underftood to have 
quoted Grotius, Batieyracy or any other 
j8;reat and learned author, in the courfe of 
this work, with the leaft view of deter- ' 
mining any xmXttr of faith, ov oi deciding, 
either one way or the oAer, as to what 
is agreeable, or otherwife,to the/«fe«^and 
will of God, touching any of the poiftts 
'which have been difcourfed upon. The 
writings of men are evidence of their opt-- 
nions; but whether/ thofe opinions are right 
or wrong, can only appear from their con- 
formity or difagreemfent with the fcrip- 
tures. To thefe alone, therefore, we muft 
appeal, for all decifion in religious mat- 
ters — if we think with thefe, v^re need not 
concern ourfelves who differs from us; 
if our noticJns of religufus truths are only 

derived 
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derived from the opinions or reafonings of 
fallible men like ourfelves, we are on ncj 
better footing than our Fopijh neighbours^ 
pr our heathen anceftors, as to any reafon 
which we can give for the hope that is in us. 
—Therefore let me Jinijh the whole of' 
jthis WORK, as I concluded the IntroduSliori 

%0 it — TO THE LAW AND TO THE TES- 
TIMONY.— If. viii. 20. 

As for any thing elfe, whether it be thtf 
wifdom of Plato^ Arifiotle^ Cicero^ &c» 
among the antients — of Sir Ifaac Newton§ 
Mr. Locke ^ Bijhop War burton^ or the 
old woman that fells apples at the corner of 
a ftfcet, among the moderns — the author* 
efteems it all equally venerable, equally 
to be depended upon, where God's mind 
and will is concerned, independently ofreve^ 
lation ; and he doe§ earneftly hope, that 
every reader — if the author might prefume 
to name himfelf after fuch great authori- 
//Vj"— will, throughout the perufalof />6^ 
volumes i treat him in the fame way^ and 
not believe one word, but as it appears 
confonaiit to the fcriptures — For what 
man knoweth the things of a man, fave the 
fpirit of a man which is in him ? Even fo^ 
the things of Got> knoweth no one (a Jw) 
^but the fpirit of God. i Cor. ii. ii. 

FINIS. 
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ADULtEftV, 57« Defined^ ib. A eajutal dfi^nee 
by the divine law» 6i» 62. So by the law of 
^ England in 1656, p. 6$, n. Not fo now» ib. 
AkiBA, 82. 
Austin, St.— his teftimony concerning concabinajn^ 

32* n. On the antient polygamy, 100, n. A fooufli 

faying of his on the fubjed, 255, n. 
Adultery, mifchiefs of, 65. 
Abraham and Hagar, 117, and n. 
AlbxanIdbr til. Pope, his conftitution concerning poft« 

legitimation, 34. 
Adam and E<ue, theif creation*-no precedent to bo 

drawn from it againft polygamy, 143, and n. 
Abigail and Ahinoam, wives to David, 152. 
Abishao the Shunamite, 169. 
Anselm, Archbiihop of Canterbury, makes a canoa 

sigunik/odomy, which is never published, 177, n. 
Act of gbnbration, not finful initfelf, 45 Sc feq* 
IC^$(— -explained in all its fenfes, 269, 270. 
' Abimblech, cafe ofi 281* 

Vol. U. F f ArticMj 
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Articlb> sivfiNTHyOf the church of England, quoted 
, and explained* 300,301. 
Abigail, her pleading for iVitrjtf/, 340. 
Abrogation, doctrine of, borrowed from the Mmlf» 
melon dolors, 401, n. 

B 

BOUNGBROKE, Lord, a fentiment of his, 7, n* 
Burnet, Bifhop, quoted on the fabjed of the di^ 

folntenefs of the unmarried tlergy before the refonnB' 

don, 64, n. A quotation from him on polygamy* . 

261 — 2. ijis opinipa j^t l%rge thereon, 311. 
Bacon's Abc» quoteiLjon pre-contra^, 30. 
BuxTORF, on Deut. xxi. 1—4. p. 87, n. 
Bigamy, ftatute of 1 Jac. c. 11, preamble of, 181, a*^ 

£t£amifij-^cl6rgy cenfured, 197, n. Oufted of deigjr* 

206. 
Bellarmine, his teftimony for the Fepe'n power to 

make and unmake fins, 190, n. 
Bantam, more females than males born there, 107. 
Beza — talks nonfenfe, 154. 
Bereans, their example t9 be followed, 248, 
B o T T L E s« leathern t miflaken for glafi^ 371. 
"BucER, on concubinage i 407, 408. 
Barbeyrac obferves that Gr^z/jv/ changed his opinloQ 

concerning the interpretation of Matt. xix. 9* p. 393, 

394. See alfo voL ii. 407 & feq. 
Baptism, no «m«; /«*«; of Christ, 350. 
Bernard^ on celibacy, 175, and n. 



CRUCIFIX,, an heathen invention, Pref. p. xir. n. 
Constantine, his laws about marriage, 31, n. 
Eftabliihes Chriftianity by law, 211, n. 
Concubine, wiiat, 53, 54, and n. 
Corollaries on the nature and obligation of mar- 
riage, 39. 
Commandment, the feventb^ does not forbid pofy' 

gamy, 121. 
Church, in 4th century, madejio diftinftion between 
•wife and concubine ^ 3i> n« 

2 Cblibact 
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Celibacy condemned, 17;^ & feq. Of the clergjr^ 

207, 208. 
CoNTiNENcy, where to be prayed for, i86. 
Carthusians would not eat^^^ to fave their live?, i8j|f« 
Cerberus, *A//^, his three heads, 209, n. 
Corinth had a temple of I^enus^ 220, n. ' 
Corinthians lewd and debauched to a pr<nrerb, 220* 
>■ Paul's anfwer to their letter, 215. Ex- 

plained, ib. & feq. 
Cjesar, his account of community o(wi*vis among the 

Britons » 231, n. 
Concubines approved in the church, 51, 32, n« 
Cecrops eilablimes monosramy at Atbtns^ 244. 
Cave, Dr. allows that the primitive Chriftidns carrieil 

matters too far with refped to fecond marriages, 258. 
Ceremonial law, its raqrality muft ever reniain, 275., 
Castration pradifed by feme of the anCient Qbri]^ 

ttanSf 304, n. 
Cerinthus, his creed, 347. 
Christ not a giver of a new iatb, 326. ttia ofitts, 357* 

His com million, 400. 
Com Ad E r c e of the jfexes, an objedl of the moral law ^ 362. 
CARViLius Ruga, the firil RonUut who dintorctd hii 

wife, 388. 
Canon law, Popifh, afHrnis the church' to be aboivi 

the fcripture, Pref. xv. n. ' 

ClergV, their mai'riage made felony^ 207, to%. 

D 

DOWER tmong the Jtnuit 26. 
Deut^ xxiv. I. coniidered and esx|jlaifled> 8^, %6t 

87, and n. 
1>eut, xxii. 28, 2^. eyplaiijed, p.- 2S, 29. 
Divorce, Jewijh^ did not operate as a diflblution of* 

the marriage, 89. Bill of, 36)^. Attended with dIf-< 

ficulties, 367, n, 
Deut. xxt. 15. a conclufive argument for polygamy^ 

112. 
David has many wives given to him, 114. 
]>i06ENE8 held community of women, 225|« 
Delaney, Dean^ his reflexions on polygamy^ iif, 1i6$g 

264, 265^ Examined, ib. and 266, 267. 
David and Jonathan^ their friendihip, 340W 
DvusiftLA foriakes her hufband and marries FeUx^ jSd** 
¥iz ^ fifX09« 



INDEX TO, V OL. J.^ 

Grotius owns the Je*wijk law allowed polygamy ^ 25 1, a. 
His notions on the law of Cbrift relative to poly- 
•^amy, 3;82. . ; . 

■ changes his opinion, 394. 

H - 

HENRY II. of France, a faying of his on /iJ/^i/ dif- 
penfations* 13, n, 

HlLLELL, 82.* 
. Husband, defined, 43, n. - • 
f Horace cpoted on navigation, 103, n. On the muta. 
Ulity of words, 59, n« 
■. kiAOAiL*8 marriage with Abram not (inful, 142, n. . 
'\ .Bin. VIII. ftatute of, againft priefts* marriage, 207, 208. ' 
AikiLy Bifi99f^ a faying of his, 350. 
licit oDi AS leaves her hu(band, and marries his brother, ' 
igS. n. 
^ti^\^€mijugation, how expreffed by the HelUmfist 

V--. ^ ..., .. : 

'^Swc. I, Sfc. confidered, 55. - 

^ ioiroduces the faying of a Jew on the cr^-"* 

%NewTeftament, 94, n. .. 

•J ^ caufc of the Je'wijb polygamy, 93 ' 

" r 

%|lthr adl of the high-prieft Jthoia^ X 

^- ^ . 
it, n. 

"»e Grigory*^ fifti-pond, . 

•y, '25 c. His com- • 
Appeals to the Old 

^ . a6e, A faying of hit on * 

~flMM womeB, 389-^ ' 
g|pLu«llMPPER9 
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Grotius owns the Jewijk law allowed polygamy^ 25 1, a. 
His notions on the law of Cbrift relative to poly- 
•gamy, ^zz* . : . 

■ changes his opinion, 394. 

H • 

HENRY 11. of France, a faying of his on /iJ/^ dif- 
penfations* 13, n, 

HiLLELL, 82.* 

Husband, defined, 43, n. - • 

HoRfACB quoted on navigation, 103, n. On the muta* - 

bility of words, 59, n« 
tiAGAR's marriage with Abram not (inful, 142, n. . 
Hen. VIII. ftatute of, againft priefts* marriage, 207, 208. ' 
Hall, Bijhof, a faying of his, 350. 
He ROD I AS leaves her hu(band, and marries his brother, ' 

385, n. 
Hi^HtL'CottJugation, how expreffed by the HelUnifts^ 

393»n- 



JUDGES xix. I, &c. confidered, 55. ' " ^ 

Ignatius introduces the faying of a Jew on the cr^-"" 
■ dibility of the New Teflament, 94, n. ^ 

Ignorance not the caufc of the Jewijb polygamy, 93 • 
&feq. . - r 

JoA8H« polygamic, by the aft of the high-priefl Jehoia^ *; 

Jacob and the angil^ 115, n. 
Job SDcxi. i, explained, 126, n, 
JsfviT^f continency, 125, n. . 
' ToitPii and P$tiphar'% wife, 142, n. 
Infants heads found in Pope Gregory^ fifh-pond, ^ 

207, n. ' . 

John the Eaftift^ his reproof of Herod, '25c. His com- • 

miffion and preachinp^, 258—9. Appeals to the Old 

T^ftament for his miffion, 325, n. 
JoiBPHUs on RutJb iv. 6; p. 266. A faying of hi»on^* 

Dmvid*% marrying SauVs wives, ib. 
Jews,, the modern, forbid /^^^«^» why, 279, n. ' ' 
Jotiif xiii. 34. explained, 337* 
JuVbnaLj oa the manners of the Roman women, 389. 

/; . \ Ff 3 • K KEMPFER^ 
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KEMPFER, his account of the m^r/ und /emah U 
Meaco, Ip7, q. 
JCennepy, Mr. oa the (abbath# 1649 



LUTHER, his quarrel with L^q X. one mtiBi of 
the reformation, 2. • 

liAw of Gtf^ immutable, 10,79. 
XiANGtJAOB mutable, 58,-11. Not ib the iSriymir^ iU 
JjAMECH znd hU two nvi*uef, 147, iji* 
Lbv. xviii. id, on the mtmage oftwofifters, explained, ' 

157 i feq. 
liYOKs, .conilitution of, exclmlin^ iigamjlt from alt 
CZfri/ privilege, 2q6. liaw of #/. VL againft it, ib, 
LvTHBR, a fayine of his upon fin^making, ^10, Uf 
JiANDORAv^ of ^1^ marries two wives at onee, on tho 

opinions of the refrrnurs at Wittmhur^^ ^12, n. 
Ijycvrcus, his law about lien's lending their wives, 

Z%\ & feq. 
Levi R ATvs, Deut. xxv. 5—10.' p. 260* Reafoo of that 

law, 261 » 
Xtino, a maxim of the Withers of the fourth ctMtmy, 

303, n. 
Law of nature, what, 3^1, n. 
Lactaiitius, his notion of Christ's miflion, 324. 
Law of Christ, mentioned Gal. vi. 2> explained, 341. 
. And illodrated^ 34;^, and n. 

Law, moral, founded in the relation which reafonahk 
creatures bear to the Creator ^ 361. Like a golden 
ehain, 364. Its nature, bfe, ana properties, 343^ n« 
Lb KB xVi. 18. paraphrafed, 3916, 397, 398. 
Left-Pa?idpp wife, what, 410, 411. 

M 

MONTESQUIEU, his fentiments on proftitutioo, 
8, n. 
Matt. v. i8. explained, 14, 
Marriage, original in flit ution of, |8. 
» ■ — ceremony, ao human invention, 23. Uft* 

ful, 40, 41. 
WT T- ggndcroncd as unlawful for Chriftiaus, 191. 
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Merton, ftatate of, concerning marriage, 31. 

Matt. xix. 3, &c. explained, 80 & feq. 

Mistress, kept, 53. 

Mxrr. V. 28, explained, 123, and n. 

Mal. 11. 14, 15, explained, 135 8e feq. 

Marriages, fecond, condemned, 144, and n, 191.. 

■ of the cler^, 197, n. 

Miracles, Popifli, wroiight hy Christ, and the Virgiti^ 

Mary, on prayers for contineiicy, 187. 
M0NTANI8TS and No'uatians condemn fecond marri- 

age8,'i9i. 
Milton quoted on the creation of Woman, 145, n. 
Manes, or Matdch^tus^ his errors about marriage, 220, m 
Mahlon's next kinfman will not redeem his laid, 

#hy, 265. 
Males and Females , proportion of, 102, &c. and n« 
MiHot^fiT, hiff account of the /ri^^^// who brought )MW. 

hmos, 324. This neceffary for his plan, ib. His txi 

with refpedt to the authority of the Scripture, 325. 
Madness, argues right from oufv^rg* principles, inftanct^ 

in the Sodnian vlsmg 328 — j^. 
Mos£s, his love for the people, 339. 
Mblchizedsck, 350; 

Matt. v. 31, 32, farther con£dered, 365, ^, 

■■ xix. 9, ditto, 370. 

MdtAL law, unalterable, binding on angels tis well ti 

men, 361. 

N 

NOLDIUS quoted on the fubjea of difpenfation for 
polygamy, 91, n. 
Naires, tribe of, Polyandrifis, 200, n. 
Nicholas, Pope, reftrains priefts from marrying, 207, n. 
Ni^ys, hi^fp^ch to thfe Rutt/Uatts ott behalf of Eufy^ 

alus, 340. 
New- LAW A:heme, pregnant with mifchiefs of the moft 
alarming kind, 353—355. 

O 

ORDINANCES of men tobe/ubmittedfb, 4i/|i. 
Occasion of Christ's difcourfe with the -Pi*- 
ri/itfg Matt, xix, 4, &c* 374. 
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P 

PIUS, Pope, Articles of his Creed, Pref. xiv. n. 
Prostitution, dreadful confeqaences cf, 8, n. 
Parisian divines make doctrines for die people, 9. ' 
Penance and commu tattoo, 67, and n. at bottom. 
I Pet. ii. 13, quoted and explained, 41, n. i>ee alfo 

Vol. 11.71, n. 
Public wisdom, a mere Proteus, 5, n. 
Polygamy, 74. Defined 75, and n. Whether it tends 

to population, 100, n. 
Plurality of perfons in the Godhead revealed in their 

Old Teftament, 57, n. 
Polygamy uot mentioned in the New Teftament, iai» 

■ ■ —probably frequent among the firft Chriftians, 

19a, t4j. 
Patrick, Biihop, his comment on Lev. xviii. i8. 157.. 
PuPFBNDORP leaves the matter of /0/K^a/ny uncertain, 

whether againft the law of nature, or not, 74* n. 
pAPRNUTiU'S, his fpeech at the council of Nice, about 

the clergy potting away their wives, 195, n. 
Prejudice againS married friefis^ inftances of, a i j , n« 
Plato held community of women, 220* 
Paul, St. no Jaw- giver, 240. 
Patrick on Ruth/\v. 6. p. 266. 
pARAOiGM fetting forth God/s dealings towards Mo^ 

nogamifts and Polygamifts, 285. 
Polygamy how firlt condemned in the Chriftian church, 

177, 291. Why allowed to men and not to women, 

292?— 299^ Nece/Tary to be fo, 297 — 8. 
Perfection of the divine la'w attefted by the* OldzxA 

New Teftaments, 327, 328. 

R 

RELIGION of anceftors to be followed, an Heathen 
maxim, i, n. 
Rome, ancient, three kinds of marriage, 33. 
Ruth, iv. 5, 6. confidered, 263 & feq. 
Rabbinical explanation of ^2<^>— 298, n, 

S 

SPOUSALS de futuro, &c. what, 25, n. 
Scotland^ cuftom of with refpedt to marriages 
afcer cohabitation, and children born, 33. 

10 Shammah, 
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Shammah, 82. 

Sweden, mort/imaks thin maUs born in tbe laft ctiW 
. tury, 1P7. - An inft^cc of ditta at a village inSmj^ 

land^ diUQ> n. ' t 

Samuel no baftard,. iii* . . -^ , . "^'^ 

Salmon in tbe water, experiment ^» 104,0. . • ^ 
2 Sam. xiu 8, I>ean; D/Amm^V interpretation refoccd^ 

117, irS, 119.. ... * 

SixTus v.. grants a difpenfation.foryo^b^, 178, m [ 
$BPAtATioN of nan and wife> wheve necefiarjri 

182, 'n. . ,: -. ^ • : 

Socrates put to death, why, 2. Has two wives, 244* 
Superstition of the Jetjjs^ in not reiifting their eiie« 

mie? on the Sabkatb-di^^ 189. '^ V T 

*' '■— of the Cbriftians withregard to the ikiar« 

riage of priefls, 213, n. V/ 

Stoics held com manity> of women, 223, n. ../V 

Singular words, have often plural meanipgs, t^z^nv 
Seldbn, on Ruth lY. 6. p. 267. l ..?S 

Sermons, two, on the marriage-ad, ^yj. . 

Socinianism, 306, 323. . ' v; 

Sermon on the Af^^/x/, expUdns and alTdrts the hoadnr 

and obligation of the V/<c;iW Arair,. 3 3o«- 6. '-' 

Sacraments, of bapt^fm and the LtrdU fufftr^ Jit«- 

figured in the Old Teftament, 350— >3$3. . 7 
Salome repudiates her hufband, 385, n« . . '.'V 

Seneca, his account of the Ronum women* viith iti^ieft 
.. to leaving their hufbands for others, 388, n. . . 
Syn'esius, a Chriftian Bifhop^ his duplicity, fref. xix. 



TOLEDO, council of, decree dbout concubinage, 32. 
Talp^, among the Je^ws^ a Pharifaical fe^, 

125, n. 
TvMPius, his notes on Noldius, relative to Lev. xviii. 

18, p. 156, n. 157. 
I Tim. iii. 2. andTiT. i. 6. explained, 199 k feq. * 
Trent, council of, obliged to thofe who defend their 

anathema zgKin^ polyzanty , 241, n. 
Testament, Old andiVipov, to be compared together, 

249**25i« See alfo vol. ii. 357 8c feq* 
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VOLTAIRB tttflad by tnuifflationt/ 15^ n. jjz, n. 
Vatablus on Dna. xxiv. i— 4» ^. 87* 
Vashti, Qaeen, her difobediette— Imt poaiilaBeiit M 

bad preoraimt, its» a* 
Vivva* icaij^e of, at C^HmA, i20« ». 
Valbsians caftrated themielyes, 304, o* 
Vbitbbbal dijim/e, not in IJrmgi, 5d8» and a. 
Unto* between Cubist and tlw Ckmrth^ no aijvaieHt 



w 



W 

ICKIjIFFSy £rft lueiuiu n Sniope^ 3* n* 
's bones bonit^ ib. 



Wbobb deincd, 19, n. 
Wborbdom aadnnncatioii. 45. 
1 ■ ■ , odkNis in God's fight, 49. Ponifted wicft 

death, 50. 

■^ Ara^QMM on^|iBaI of, 4^* 



WoMBW not fdreicd to appraad^ the altar, or to rcccife 

the MaitmHft widboot gloves 00, 188, a. 
Wbittiw 6To» attd his brlls, aa Mblea a of people 
. «Ik> aie docci f cd by the Jmmd of words ui fiivoor of 

ptcooncebod opinions, 246—7. 
Writbt, Db. his ooBsment on i €Uir. Tii. 4. p. 241. 

HbconoBCon it^tBasL%pd^mmf, 245, n. 
Wbtstbis, his ej^lanation of Mmii. zoc 9. and Bimrk 

3UU. p, 385,386,391. 
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A 

ADULTERY not a caafe o{£tnrce a intMbmM* 
monii, a Popiifa tenet, 3, n. 
ABRAHAM zxiAHfigar, no exception to tbe rnfe agsbft 

Alexander, Dr. Htfiary at IFmm, obfovet tke MO* 

tedion which J)eut. xxviii. 29. affords to female clia& 

tity, 3?, n. 
Athenjisus, his account of a cofibm relative to old bta* 

cMorsg 62. ' 

A R R A G o N , Catherine of, her marriage with Henry VIII* 

76. 
Albigenses, 148, and A. 
Ambrose, a violent ftickler for celibacy^ 119, n. 
Alanus de Rape, his blafphemy on priefthood, 112, n, 
AposTOf, ic A L conftitutions, forgeries, 211, n. 
Abortion, procurement of, a fpecies of murder, 319', Um 
Abuse, an unfair ground of argument, 324, n. Much 

ufed by the Pafifij a^ainft the Reformers, 325, 326, n« 
AhfK^yirr of a do£tnne, naproof of its trnth, 350. 

B BEDFORD, 
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B 

BilSDFOK]), Dmit of, makes a motioa fisTr the reptfa!^ 
I of the maniage-a^f 40, n. Part of his fpeech 

thereon, 63. 
Bkllarminb allows ^of /«^^m^» Sg, n. Contradids 

himfelfy ib» 
BaccAurA* Mar^ of, o^r-^njugaL^jellty, 59, n. 

On chUd*murder^ 318, nji«_;. | _ i{ 

Blackstone, his opinion on reftralnts upon Qiarriage,59. 
Brazen serpent, broken by J^^rxri/^ii^, 110, n. 
Basil, clock at,^ 135, n. 
BLACKSTONBy .J)is Rccottttt ^f tjus Btlk iQve{ij4on of mar* 

riage by/#^r^, 1501-^ ■-' f ^-.^ i 
Banns oi inarriage^ when invented, ic6. 
Bourdeaux, a young //i^ at, floned to death, 175. 
Bonner, Biihop, his fpeech on the dignity of pneils, 

2q6, n. , 

Burnetts, Hiji. Ref. referred to concerning the vifi- 

tation of monafleries, 118, n. 
Bastard, the term improperly ufed, 264. 
Bellarmine of indulgences, 310. 
Bottle-conjuror, 352. A 
BjhiMVRac, his accotin-f oiGrotius's jchanee^g opinion 

with refpedt to Christ,*s altering the law of ^0/^x, 

Bbccaria, Marquis of, on falfe ideas of utility, 424, n.* 
BLAf KSMi.T, Band his child^ 425, n. 

" " ' C 

eRIM. CON; anions for, 81, n. 
Congo, the Chriftians of, polygamijls, 89, n. 
Clandestine marriages, provided againil by fe- 

yeral y^aiutfs, 54, 
Celibacy difcou raged by the Heathens, 60, 61. By 

the Je^vs, 290. 
C A 19 ON againit clandefline marriages, 64. 
CusANUs, Cardinal, his faying, at the council of Trent, 

on the fubjed of expounding Scripture, -j-j, n. 
CEREiioNY, marriage, necelTary, and to be enforced in 

every cafe, 70—73. 
Christianity, cpnildered as in itfelf, and as abufed^ 

106, n. 
CopERNiCAN fyflem, once accounted an hercfy, 105. 

Cave, 



Cave» Dr. William, an hiftorian of primitive Cirt/ti* 

* miity^ttg, 131,132, : \ * T 
Coxa's Sketches ef SmaitxerUmd, quotatioae from, 135» Slt^ 

276, n. 
Child-murder, caafe of, 173, 262, 317, 3i8j^iL 

An homd inftance of, 34S, n. 
Contracts oi marriage^ of all forts, vacated, 48«-^52« 
1 Cor. iv. 3, \. explained^ vd'j^ n. ^ 

Conscience, what, 179. The evidence on which it 

(hotild determine as a judge ^ 1 80 — i • i 

Carthaginians,- their method of appeafing their idol 

Saturit, 181 — 2. . . t 

Capuchin Fnar, converfation with, 193, n. 
CoNPARREATioN, a Biode of marriage among the aii#> 

* tienc i^MStfir/, what, 200, n. 

Churchmen, their pride and infolence of early dates 

211, and n. ^ * ' 
'Cyprian, 8u Kis high notion of epifcopal dignity, 

212, n. 

Campegius, Cardinal, a faying of his on priefts' miSt* 

riage,-;s23« n, , ^ 

Cerinthus, a pofition of his, 247. 
Castration, pradUfed by Chriftians, 25i«. 
Christians, primitive, their condemnation of mar« 

riage, the occafion thereof, 250. 
^Celibacy frequent among us, and why, 275—6. 
Calculation on our lofi of people, 278-^9 • 
CoNSTANTiNE eucourages celibacy, 281, n. 
Chester, Bifhop of, cites his commijfary into the>^/- 

ritual court f 294, n. 
Contrast between the divine and human fyflems, 299t 

•CoflCLUSION, 313* 

Cbremony, not of the eflence of marriage,-332, n» . 
Calixtus, a fentiment of hb oh the obligation of the 

divine law, 338,^ n. 
Corollaries anfing from the banifliment of the 

i//<v/n# /ow, 343— 8. 
•Cajbtak, Cardinal, aflerts St. Paul's allowance of 
poljgamjf, 356, n. 
Catharists, in the 12th century, their dodiine, 362. 
vChastitt of tber&r^, in the 3d century, butiUob^ 
fervcd, 367, n. 

D DAVID, 



fMDBX rO V6t Uf 

D 

DAVID, his lamentation fyf jfifyUm diSfrtnt fidni 
ttMU oa account of iiii child by the wife of Vri4tkp 

19. 
PiTORCB caufil precontradAt on the man's fide, nnan- 

thorized by Scriptote, jmd Ulegid under th^ dinne 
. law» 21 » and n. iz* 

■■ iill of» its ilitentipn, 4, n« 84, n. 

— too expenfive for the generality of people^ 8i< 

DocTORs^coMMONS, a f^ntence of 4ivmrc$ £^9Xtg on ^ 
J claufe in the marriage-A^» j2> xi» 
DnYDBif, a faying of his, 79. 
Dido, her vow a^^iaft a fecond maiYiage^ if i» m 
Dbvt. xxi. 15, explained, 205, n. 
Djbmoms, married people fuppofed to be noft foigeft t9 

their influence, 2$i, n. 
Dbrham, Mr. his ubles of births and borialsy 277. 
.DuFEKSATioir of the P$fe to the King gf Ffrttigal^ to 

marry his own niece, 152, n. 
DxsiOK, the Author's, in this Treatife, |9P« 
Datid and Batbjbeba, their adultery^ 40]. Their 

marriage afterwards, 406. 
Deut. xviL 17, explained, 428* 

£ 

ECCLESIASTICAL Courts, not of divine original' 
48, n. Their proceedings on marriage-r^/r^i^ 
before the marriage-aS^ 55. 
EccL. iv. 1, on oppreffion^ quoted, 160. 
Eunuchs, mentioned Matt. xix. 12, what, 253. 
Eph, vi. 12. explained, 255, 

Errors, which this Treatife unfolds, and proposes a 
remedy for, 386—9. 



FREE-ENQUIRY, a privilege and duty, 107. 
__ fccured by the Church of ^Btf-' 

land, 143. 
FBMALE-ruin, floodgates of, 170. 
Fornication, ho w committed with a man's own wi&# 

131, n. 
FuLLiR's-/tfr/^, of reputation, what, 34. 

FOVNDMNO^ 



iNDsx- TO" rar.'iL 

FouNDLiKc*ib>^#W« not an adequate remedy agttotf 
Francb> laws of, with refpeA to fed^iEdonj $$t^^-^J^ 

d 

GOTHS^ conpe!][ed 6iarria|;e in cafe of fednftion, if; 
Germans, ^cjent, tkeir cuilem in caibt otidtd* 

$*ry» 30. 
GpRDiAN knpty AU^a9der*z faying about it, 73* 
Gnatho, an emblem oitjoorldly 'wi/dom, 76, n. * 

(jTALii^ao inventi telefcopes, and forced to renonaoe tkt 

Copemican fyftem as h&rt{y, 105, a* 
QpiNQ jK jm^o a Hsfomam, what, 205, and n« 
GuiLLON, Claude, hU fad fate> ^57, n. 
Gospel, in the Old Tefiament and New Tcflament oaf 

and tfa^ lame, 359. 

H 

HEATHEN women, marriage wich them lawful and 
valid, if they were profelytes, 6, n. OtherwiA 

Holt, Chief Jnfiiee, his opinion on the validity ^ 

marriage-contrads, 53. 
Horace quoted ou the prefumption of mankind, ^^, 
Henry VIII. his marriage with Catbirine oiArragon^ 7(I« 
Ha RAM, facred among the ilf4^0^^4i!r/, 91. 
HvDiBRAs, on the influence of money in Church and 

State, 154, n, Oxk/e&aries, 373. 
Horace, quoted on the fubjea of «rr^, 197, n. On 

a happy marriage, 190. On the increafe of evil, 34^* 

On mtoderation, 37S, n. 
HiCKEs, Dr. his trads, in Lord Sommtrs^B colledion, on 

the dignity of ^iihop^, 206, n. On prayers for the 

dead, 207, n. 
•Heb* xiii. 4, explained, 254, n. Popifli glofs, 323. 
Help meet, &c. what, 252, n. 
Harlot?, ancient, what, 286, n. 
.Husband and tdoifi, no fuch terms in Scripture, 3ii8» 

Ufed by. the author, why, 329. 
Hog GARTH, Hannah » her melancholy cafe, 348, &• 
Hebrew Scripture, the teft of troth, 3J7, 

» ■^ ' ■ ■ the foundation .of tha New Taftii* 

nient, 358. 
HiERAX^ an^hereti^ in the 3d Cf^vuryf'^iu 

>: .. Hannah^ 
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LvTHBR* anatheoMtiased by tbr P^^s, ea&oniaed hf 

.• xYmFfi^mttt 164, n. 

Lying prophet of J/^/» 209* 

IjVt4S^%%, aWoofhhiiifbrdefendiBgthe liialtiage of 

priefts^ 229, Q. 
Lbgxslation, the diviney Siiherent in Jehvab, S49* 
Lb Clbb^ Qn Geq« ir* I9«.p. I61, n. . 
Laxjsannb> anct the cbuntty about it» Icfi popaloss 

than heretQforf J Vf6,xi^' 
LvzATinvi, Simon, his account of the n«mb^ ofji^s, 

28i» n. 
LuxuRYj one caufe ofaliidcy, 292. 
Lbttbr, afieaii»g One,: in the General Adtertiftr of 

O£tol;>er 16, 1778, pi 341. 
LvKB xiv* 96 and )3. explained^ 371, 

M 

MESSIAH, his genealogy eoniideired> 15--18. 
Marriage^ as a ci<vil contra3, and, as fuch, thd 
objea of human lawsi 36) 94, n. What is the ^enci 
of it as a divine inftitution, 144, n« . 
Marriagb-act coniideredy 40 ^ feq. 

— T* , its heatbtnifm and poptrf, 41, n* 

Marriages, among the Jrws, witb htathtn wdmeB^ 

8, n. and 9, n. 
MoKTBsqjjiEU gives pbjfical reafons for polygamy ia 

iom^ countries, 85, n. 
Mbhmbt Epfbndi, the Tmrkifif gmbaflador in FrMntt% 
a faying of his, 91, n. 

Minotaur, the Cr/#49 mottfter^ J64. ' 
Mow K B RY , eftablilhed early in t\i^ fourth century ^ \ iS, ^4 
Marria<3E8, fecond^ condemned, 1%'^* ^* ^^^* 
^dAK9.iAQB'onfinaHCi, as divinely inilitateji, 144, ^^ 

Whether folemniited by a miniver of the church atftO^^S 

the primitive CMJiians, 146. 
"" ' -^ ■ I ■ • , no fcripturc warrant for it, t^j* 

XT ' T'TTT"' * nioncy-fcheiiic^ »S3» »• 

B/l AsKWBLL, his faying, 184, n. 

Massacres of Proteftants, 183, and n. 

M u L Bs , fome divines ftilcd fo, ao^ n. 

MARRiACB-//tfii, Popifli, the model of oor», Z2i,n. 

li^ARK vii. 9, &c, applied, 265-^^^ 

Mules never breed i 273 and n. 
.'Vol. 11* G^ Mbssxah^ 
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Pafiav Ibv, 41, m. 

1 p£T. £- 33. cxplzincd, -j,x- 

F«.7i»&, on zbtr Bimum inind, -v^cx jad^s^ and ^tei- 

]niidi3£ &r iric]:, £b£ voiei: jcd en bf* 



iDC&od of, 156. 
Pc £ T r cr £i:£, xiicii ieiisvsun' cm ^e 1 luir'nia ef iif- 

roici^ 341. 
?c?£*.T a curie aii£ jilagTJC, lE^, Bl 

PriTGAMY, liic cocfioB of isE IfivfubK^ oft^ ki^bef 

iin/icir i iiB C f - , 395, !!• Ns sa lAn e S of die JFztemtk 

comissjiCicecL, zx^ 7- 
Px.jt<T*F, BO feci QFttcr 211 dic Chrzfioi ckvck, 209. 

A liije beOncrii-g re all icsH Chrf/NmB, 231. 
p£:3CEik^, iiis zkJ cnrmiimflfld, and «'iiy, 23?. 
PriT^AVT, cDDBenuiaxiaD of, wacoce k a:«Me mtarlf 

mass ^55* BrfaTriTiPTy 57B» 
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Population, and compirifon of the Jewijb law with 

ours, 272. 
Prostitute, as dcfcribcd by the Hebrew tenn HttTTp 

what, 286, n. 
Polygamy, confe^aences of, among the Jews, 295^ 

Of its banifhment from us, 296, and n. 297. 
Penancb and c9mmutation, the oiiginal of, 307. 
Portugal, King of, marries his oi^n niece, 152, n* 
PiLLAR-^W, 364. 
Polygamy, where evil, 379, n. 
Potter, parable of, Jer. xviii. 2—4, applied, 421, n. 
Prior, his Solomon quoted, 429, n. 







UAKERS, their mamages, 215, 216. 



REYNOLDS, Archdeacon, his account of the origin 
of marriage-ceremonies, 147. 
Hay, Mifs, her fad cataftrbphe, 224, n. 
Reduplication of expreffion denotes the certainty of 

the thing fpoken of, i68« 
Ring, in marriage, derived from the heathen, 222, n. 
Reason of law, a rule and meafure of its continu- 
ance, 260. 

S 

SHYLOCK, his exclamation, 29. 
Seraglio, laws of, abominable, 86* 
Superstition, 96. Defined, 105. Its genealogy, 104. 

Caveat againft it by the church of iBngland, 143. 
Soter, fifteenth Bilhop of Rome, throws marriage into 

the hands of ^r/^/, 151. 
Style, alteration of, in the year 1751, the occafion of 

z curious piece of /uferfiition, 136. 
Sermons, two, on the marriage-a^f, examined,^ 199, 
Samaria, woman of, Christ's difcourfe with her^ 

about her having no bujband, explained, 203, n. 
SociNus, his doarine, 247. 
Solomon no haft or d^ though born under a polygamous 

marriage, 245, 402. 
Sev£Rian8, their opinion aboit marriage, 283. 
Suicide, female, 320. T^rible inflances of, 348, n. 
Switzerland, law of, .refpe£ling fedu&ion, 335* 
Seneca, on the increafe of wicked nefs, 340. 
Scotch-women, infanticides, and why, 347. 
Satan, his plan -to dellroy the human fpecies, 368.' 

9 T TRENT, 
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Messiah J every y^wip woman exdtcd i 

hop^s of bringing hiin forth, 289, 
MAKSSt his contempc flr(l of the Old 

thcD of the New Teftanienc, 361- 
Mahhiace, always the fanic in God*s i 

I' ' ' 

NORTHAMPTON, Jl/.i*-yifi7 of/J 

Neoc^sariensian C^Mffcil, difapp roves 
^ riages, 133, n. 
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RDERS of mlmifitn in the Ci 

207, Z08, 

— ^ — never had auy thing to do with m 

Op pression, remedilcfs, as dercHbed Eci 

Or I GEN caftratcg himfclf, zji. Exptaii 

the priDcipki of the PUt^mc philofopb 



PROSTITUTES* uont in l/fad, 52- 
pApiAN Jaw, 41, n* 
PoLYGAMiA triumpkairi^j quotation £w 
.Po L Y o y N y , its di fferencc from /^ft^^iJWf , 
1 Pet. 11. 13, explained, 71, n, 
pRfoUt 05 the human mind, when judg 

mining for itfdf, and when led on by 

103 » ti. On herefy, as depending on j 

167, n. 
FosT-LEorriMATloiv i^i m^rrsAgf 

Bicthod oJV 156- 
PoR^TuovEztt uhcir bduviour on t^l 

rttifif 141. 
FopiuVa ft curfe and plagnt. ilj, 
^ - -^ ^ alMriyt the liuir, 184, n. 
PoLYOA^iTt w ^tieiltoci of 1u lawful 

impojtfl iicp* l^3» ^* Not an 

comt^ 
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TRENT» Council o^ coadtmn clandcftiiic maf- 
riages» 41, n. 

•— — '■ — : — , its decree on the fubjeft of 

• impediments^ 75, n. Other decrees, 154, n» 
ToNQviK, King of, baniflies the 7c^'^^ for pivachiBg 

^g^iti^ polygamy i 88, n. 
Tertvllian, on dandeftine marriages, 155, n; 
Tama a and Jmnon, 17^- 

Trujity, the napies ot, ufcd in the Romifi ritual of 
marriage y to make the people believe a lye^ 219, 220, a* 
Transubstantiation of evil into good, 174,^ n. 
Talmud, a faying of, refpeding the marriage of daugfa* 
ters, 290. 

U V 

VOLTAIRE, on the ignorance oiPopiJhpriefls, 107, n. 
Virgil's account of the ^tf/^/c/ applicable to PO" 
pery, 183, n. 
U2ZIAH, King, his uforpation of the pritfily ofice pa^ 

niihfed, 2i8. 
Vhemic cmrty its feverity, 257, n« 
Venereal eH/eafe, when fuppofied to have appeared ui 
Europe, 302, n* 

W 

WOMEN lefs valued than beads, 58. 
, their //7^*«j weaker than thofeof men, I9([« 

Whoredom, where a man may commit it with his own 

wife, according to the opinion of fome of the fathers^ 

131, n. 
Women, means of their corruption, 196. 

: , fome owe their ruin to themfelves, 3i, 

Whore, the term improperly ufed, 2$3. 

, definition of, -264. 

World, the, loves it*s own ways, Arc. 270. 
Women not permitted polygamy, and why, 323, 324» 
Wickliffe's bones burnt, 383, 
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